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Week Ending Friday, April 23, 1993

Radio Address on Administration
Goals
April 17, 1993

Good morning. My voice is coming to you
this morning through the facilities of the old-
est radio station in America, KDKA in Pitts-
burgh. I’m visiting the city to meet personally
with citizens here to discuss my plans for
jobs, health care, and the economy. But I
wanted first to do my weekly broadcast with
the American people.

I’m told this station first broadcast in 1920
when it reported that year’s Presidential elec-
tions. Over the past seven decades Presidents
have found ways to keep in touch with the
people, from whistle-stop tours to fireside
chats to the bus tour that I adopted, along
with Vice President Gore, in last year’s cam-
paign.

Every Saturday morning I take this time
to talk with you, my fellow Americans, about
the problems on your minds and what I’m
doing to try and solve them. It’s my way of
reporting to you and of giving you a way to
hold me accountable. You sent me to Wash-
ington to get our Government and economy
moving after years of paralysis in policy and
a bad experiment with trickle-down econom-
ics. You know how important it is for us to
make bold, comprehensive changes in the
way we do business.

We live in a competitive global economy.
Nations rise and fall on the skills of their
workers, the competitiveness of their compa-
nies, the imagination of their industries, and
the cooperative experience and spirit that ex-
ists between business, labor, and govern-
ment. Although many of the economies of
the industrialized world are now suffering
from slow growth, they’ve made many of the
smart investments and the tough choices
which our Government has for too long ig-
nored. That’s why many of them have been
moving ahead and too many of our people
have been falling behind.

We have an economy today that even
when it grows is not producing new jobs.
We’ve increased the debt of our Nation by
4 times over the last 12 years, and we don’t
have much to show for it. We know that
wages of most working people have stopped
rising, that most people are working longer
work weeks, and that too many families can
no longer afford the escalating cost of health
care.

But we also know that, given the right
tools, the right incentives, and the right en-
couragement, our workers and businesses
can make the kinds of products and profits
our economy needs to expand opportunity
and to make our communities better places
to live.

In many critical products today Americans
are the low cost, high quality producers. Our
task is to make sure that we create more of
those kinds of jobs.

Just 2 months ago I gave Congress my plan
for long-term jobs and economic growth. It
changes the old priorities in Washington and
puts our emphasis where it needs to be: on
people’s real needs, on increasing invest-
ments and jobs and education, on cutting the
Federal deficit, on stopping the waste which
pays no dividends, and redirecting our pre-
cious resources toward investment that cre-
ates jobs now and lays the groundwork for
robust economic growth in the future.

These new directions passed the Congress
in record time and created a new sense of
hope and opportunity in our country. Then
the jobs plan I presented to Congress, which
would create hundreds of thousands of jobs,
most of them in the private sector in 1993
and 1994, passed the House of Representa-
tives. It now has the support of a majority
of the United States Senate. But it’s been
held up by a filibuster of a minority in the
Senate, just 43 Senators. They blocked a vote
that they know would result in the passage
of our bill and the creation of jobs.
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The issue isn’t politics. The issue is people.
Millions of Americans are waiting for this leg-
islation and counting on it, counting on us
in Washington. But the jobs bill has been
grounded by gridlock.

I know the American people are tired of
business as usual and politics as usual. I know
they don’t want us to spin our wheels. They
want the recovery to get moving. So I have
taken a first step to break this gridlock and
gone the extra mile. Yesterday I offered to
cut the size of this plan by 25 percent, from
$16 billion to $12 billion.

It’s not what I’d hoped for. With 16 million
Americans looking for full-time work, I sim-
ply can’t let the bill languish when I know
that even a compromise bill will mean hun-
dreds of thousands of jobs for our people.
The mandate is to act to achieve change and
move the country forward. By taking this ini-
tiative in the face of an unrelenting Senate
talkathon, I think we can respond to your
mandate and achieve a significant portion of
our original goals.

First, we want to keep the programs as
much as possible that are needed to generate
jobs and meet human needs, including high-
way and road construction, summer jobs for
young people, immunization for children,
construction of waste water sites, and aid to
small businesses. We also want to keep fund-
ing for extended unemployment compensa-
tion benefits for people who have been un-
employed for a long time because the econ-
omy isn’t creating jobs.

Second, I’ve recommended that all the
other programs in the bill be cut across-the-
board by a little more than 40 percent.

And third, I’ve recommended a new ele-
ment in this program to help us immediately
start our attempt to fight against crime by
providing $200 million for cities and towns
to rehire police officers who lost their jobs
during the recession and put them back to
work protecting our people. I’m also going
to fight for a tough crime bill because the
people of this country need it and deserve
it.

Now the people who are filibustering this
bill, the Republican Senators, say they won’t

vote for it because it increases deficit spend-
ing, because there’s extra spending this year
that hasn’t already been approved. That
sounds reasonable, doesn’t it? Here’s what
they don’t say. This program is more than
paid for by budget cuts over my 5-year budg-
et, and this program is well within the spend-
ing limits already approved by the Congress
this year.

It’s amazing to me that many of these same
Senators who are filibustering the bill voted
during the previous administration for bil-
lions of dollars of the same kind of emer-
gency spending, and much of it was not de-
signed to put the American people to work.

This is not about deficit spending. We have
offered a plan to cut the deficit. This is about
where your priorities are, on people or on
politics.

Keep in mind that our jobs bill is paid for
dollar-for-dollar. It is paid for by budget cuts.
And it’s the soundest investment we can now
make for ourselves and our children. I urge
all Americans to take another look at this jobs
and investment program, to consider again
the benefits for all of us when we’ve helped
make more American partners working to
ensure the future of our Nation and the
strength of our economy.

You know, if every American who wanted
a job had one, we wouldn’t have a lot of the
other problems we have in this country today.
This bill is not a miracle; it’s a modest first
step to try to set off a job creation explosion
in this country again. But it’s a step we ought
to take. And it is fully paid for over the life
of our budget.

Tell your lawmakers what you think. Tell
them how important the bill is. If it passes,
we’ll all be winners.

Good morning, and thank you for listen-
ing.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:06 a.m. in the
USAir terminal at Pittsburgh International Air-
port.
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Interview With Mike Whitely of
KDKA Radio in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania
April 17, 1993

Mr. Whitely. For everyone listening on
KDKA Radio, I’m Mike Whitely, KDKA
Radio News. We’re here at the Pittsburgh
International Airport and with me is the
President of the United States Bill Clinton.

And I’d like to welcome you to the area
and to KDKA.

The President. Thank you, Mike. Glad to
be here.

Los Angeles Verdict
Mr. Whitely. There are a lot of things

we’d like to talk about in the brief amount
of time we have, but some news is just break-
ing from Los Angeles. I guess the entire
country has been kind of holding their
breath, wondering what’s going to happen in
the trial of the four Los Angeles police offi-
cers. We just heard that two of those officers,
the sergeant, Sergeant Koon and Officer
Powell have been found guilty, and two offi-
cers have been found not guilty.

It’s a situation that’s been building for over
a year since the first trial and now this trial
and this verdict. And I wonder what your
thoughts are this morning on how you see
the situation in Los Angeles in connection
with your administration and what you’re try-
ing to do.

The President. Well, first of all, I think
the American people should know that this
trial, in my judgment, is a tribute to the work
and judgment of the jury, as well as to the
efforts of the Federal Government in devel-
oping the case.

The law under which the officers were
tried is a complex one; the standards of proof
are complicated. The jury decided that they
would convict the sergeant who was respon-
sible for supervising the officers and the offi-
cer who on the film did most of the beating.
The jury acquitted an officer who kicked
Rodney King, but also plainly tried to shield
him from some blows, and another officer
who was a rookie.

No one knows exactly why they did what
they did, but it appears that they really tried
to do justice here. They acknowledged that

his civil rights were violated. And I think that
the American people should take a lot of
pride in that. But I hope now we can begin
to look ahead and focus on three things: first
of all, the importance of trying to bring this
country together and not violate the civil
rights of any American; secondly, the impor-
tance of renewing our fight against crime.

I think it’s important to recognize that in
the poorest areas of Los Angeles and many
other cities in this country, people may be
worried about police abuse, but they’re even
more worried about crime. It’s time that we
renewed our efforts to go to community po-
licing: put 100,000 more police officers on
the street, pass the Brady bill that would re-
quire a waiting period before people could
buy a handgun, and do some other things
to reduce the vulnerability of our people to
violence and drugs.

And the last point I’d like to make is it
seems to me that we have got to rededicate
ourselves to the economic revitalization of
our cities and other economically distressed
areas. If you just think about it, if everybody
in Los Angeles who wanted a job had one,
I don’t think we’d have quite as many prob-
lems as we do.

I laid out a very ambitious program in the
campaign to try to bring private investment
and public investment to bear in our cities.
I have dispatched the Commerce Secretary,
Ron Brown, to California to try to come up
with some strategies for that State, because
it’s our biggest State with our highest unem-
ployment rate, which could then be applied
around the country. I want to talk to him
and to the Attorney General, to the new head
of the NAACP, to Reverend Jackson, and to
several other people, and then I’ll decide
where to go from here with regard to Los
Angeles and the other cities of the country.

Stimulus Package

Mr. Whitely. Let’s talk about what brings
you to the Pittsburgh area today. I guess
there’s been a lot of discussion on Capitol
Hill about your stimulus package. You’ve
been locked in a battle with the GOP. Yester-
day, as you said earlier in your radio address,
you made some moves to break that gridlock.
What brings you to Pittsburgh, in particular
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to Allegheny County, in particular to Penn-
sylvania, with that battle?

The President. Well, there are two rea-
sons. First of all, Pittsburgh, Allegheny
County, and Pennsylvania supported me in
the last election because they wanted a new
direction in economic policy. We have passed
our overall economic plan. It gives the coun-
try a very different budget for the next 5
years than we’ve had in the previous 12. We
reduced the deficit and, at the same time,
increased investment in jobs and education
and health care, in the things that will make
us a stronger country.

But in addition to that, I asked the Con-
gress in the short run to spend a little more
money, a modest amount of money to create
another half-million jobs in the next year and
a half, to try to cut the unemployment rate
by half a percent but also to try to spark job
creation in the private sector more. The plan
passed the House. It has the support of a
majority of the Senate. At the present time,
all the Republican Senators as a bloc are fili-
bustering the bill. That is, they won’t let it
come to a vote.

I believe that Senator Specter would like
to vote for the bill. And I believe that Senator
Dole, the Republican leader, has put a lot
of pressure on a lot of the Republicans to
stay hitched. And they’re all saying that this
bill increases the deficit. It doesn’t. This bill
is well below the spending targets that Con-
gress approved, including the Republicans,
for this year. This bill is paid for by budget
cuts in the next 5 years. This bill is designed
to give a jumpstart to the economy. And I
must say, a lot of the Republican Senators
that are holding it up, when Mr. Bush was
President, voted for billions of dollars of
emergency spending of just this kind, much
of it was totally unrelated to creating jobs.

So what I’m trying to do is to break this
logjam. I’ve held out an olive branch; I’ve
offered a compromise. But I think that we
ought to try to put some more Americans
to work right now to show that we’re chang-
ing the direction of the country. And that’s
the purpose of the bill.

Mr. Whitely. Have you been in touch with
Senator Specter or his office lately?

The President. Well, we’ve been trying
to talk regularly, through my White House

congressional liaison operation, to the Sen-
ators that we think are open to this, Senator
Specter, Senator D’Amato from New York,
Senator Jeffords from Vermont, Senator Hat-
field from Oregon, and five or six others
whom we believe know we need more jobs
in this economy and know what we are pay-
ing for this with budget cuts over the life
of the budget I presented.

You know, it has a lot of appeal to say,
‘‘Well, we’ve got a big deficit. We shouldn’t
increase it more.’’ But the truth is that we
are paying for this with budget cuts in the
whole life of the budget over the next few
years. And more importantly, we have this
program well below the spending targets that
Congress has already approved for this year.
And they’ve done this for years, with the Re-
publicans voting for it, many Republicans
voting for it, for things that weren’t nearly
as important as putting the American people
back to work.

So I just hope that this doesn’t become
a political issue. It ought to just be about
the people of this country and the need for
jobs.

Mr. Whitely. I have some questions from
people who supported you, and some people
who are skeptical about your administration.
It has to do with their hopes and also with
their fears. A lot of people who supported
you and voted for you in Pennsylvania, I
think some of them are now saying, ‘‘We’re
glad we got him in the White House, but
now look at this incredible process he has
to go through. Look at these problems. Look
at this gridlock.’’ And they’re beginning to
wonder: Is this going to work; can you pull
it off? And of course, your skeptics are saying,
‘‘Well, I knew it was going to be like this.’’

The President. Well, I’d ask people, first
of all, to remember that we are, frankly, mov-
ing very fast. The budget resolution that the
Congress passed is the fastest they have ever
passed a budget resolution, ever in history,
setting out the next 5 year budget targets.
So we are moving really rapidly. And we’ve
got them working on political reform, welfare
reform, health care reform, a whole wide
range of things.

But it’s a big operation. You can’t expect
to turn it around overnight. It took 12 years
to produce the conditions which led to the
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victory I received from the people in Novem-
ber, and we can’t turn it around in 90 days.
But I think we’re making real, real progress.

I would urge the people not to get discour-
aged. We’re not going to win every battle,
and not everything is going to happen over-
night. But we are definitely moving and
changing things.

NOTE: The interview began at 10:40 a.m. in the
USAir terminal at Pittsburgh International Air-
port.

Remarks to the Community in
Pittsburgh
April 17, 1993

Thank you so much, Senator Wofford,
Governor Casey, Commissioner Foerster—
happy birthday—and Commissioner
Flaherty. I am so glad to be back in Pitts-
burgh in Allegheny County.

Now, where’s the band who played for us,
up there? The Richland High Marching
Band, thank you very much.

I want to say, Mayor, it’s always good to
be with you and be in your city. I want to
also acknowledge the presence here today of
Congressmen Coyne, Klink, Murphy, and
Murtha, all of whom have supported this eco-
nomic program to get our country moving
again, and a person who has made some deci-
sions that are very good for Pittsburgh and
USAir and, I think, for the future of the
country, the Transportation Secretary,
Federico Peña, who is here with us.

I want to say a lot of things about the eco-
nomic program, but before I do, let me say
what—since all of you heard the radio ad-
dress and the interview, you know that this
morning the jury in Los Angeles handed
down a verdict in the Rodney King case. You
don’t know that? I thought you heard it. Well,
let me say that they did. The jury found two
of the defendants guilty and two of the de-
fendants not guilty. The jury convicted the
officer, Officer Powell, who was shown on
the film, who did most of the beating, and
the sergeant who was in charge of the group
of police officers who were there. The jury
acquitted two of the other officers, including
the one who was a rookie and the one who

was on the film and, in part, trying to deflect
some blows from Rodney King.

Now, I want to say just a few words about
that, because I think, frankly, our attitude
about each other may have as much to do
with the progress we need to make in the
future as any specific law we can pass. This
verdict was a tribute to the work and the
judgment of the jury and the efforts of the
Federal Government in putting the case to-
gether. It was, once again, a reminder that
our courts are the proper forum for the reso-
lution of even our deepest legal disputes.
And it did establish what a lot of people have
felt in their hearts for 2 years, that the civil
rights of Rodney King were violated.

But I ask you to think about the deeper
meaning of this whole issue. All across the
world today people are fighting with each
other and killing each other because of their
racial and religious differences. In eastern
Bosnia, in the town of Srebrenica, Muslims
and Serbs that lived together for centuries,
and tens of thousands of the Muslims are
now about to be forced from their homes
through a process called ethnic cleansing and
because the Serbs had decided that they just
can’t live unless they can live alone and with-
out others who are different from them.

Our country has always been about some-
thing different from that. We see these kinds
of racial and ethnic conflicts on every con-
tinent all across the globe. But we’ve always
been about something different from that.
I once gave a speech to a university in Los
Angeles County where there were students
from 122 different countries. There are now
people from 150 different racial and ethnic
groups in that county alone. And I say to you,
my fellow Americans, unless we really do be-
lieve that underneath the differences of race
and religion and ethnicity, underneath the
differences of political party and political
opinion, there is a core in each one of us,
given us by God, in which we share in com-
mon, which obliges us to respect one another
and to wish to live together in harmony and
peace, none of the other things I came to
talk to you about today can come to pass.

For the people of Los Angeles and the
people of this country, all around the coun-
try, who need more opportunity, the time has
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come to go forward, to rededicate ourselves
to the civil rights of all Americans, to rededi-
cate ourselves to the fight against crime and
drugs and violence, to put 100,000 more po-
lice officers on the street, to pass the Brady
bill and try to reduce the vulnerability to vio-
lence and crimes by people, to commit our-
selves to a new agenda of expanding oppor-
tunity and empowerment. But in the begin-
ning must be the willingness of every Amer-
ican to assume a personal responsibility to
respect the differences of his or her fellow
Americans and rejoice in what unites us as
human beings. Surely the lasting legacy of
the Rodney King trial ought to be that, a
determination to reaffirm our common hu-
manity and to make a strength of our diver-
sity. And if we can do that, then we can get
on about the business of this great land.

I want to, before I talk a little bit about
the stimulus program, also say a special word
about the gentleman who introduced me and
those of you who sent him to the Senate.
When Pennsylvania elected Harris Wofford
against all the odds less than 2 years ago,
you started a movement not just that led to
a change in Presidents but that led to a
change in America. I’m here to tell you today
that Pennsylvania sent shock waves to the
country by electing Harris Wofford because
Pennsylvania was saying we expect our Gov-
ernment to solve the health care crisis, we
expect our Government to solve the jobs cri-
sis.

I wonder how many people would have
even taken seriously the campaign that I un-
dertook to try to break the gridlock and
change the whole way Washington works, to
reduce the influence of special interests and
put the American people, their jobs, their
health care, their education first, to try to
change the welfare system and start a system
of national service so people could earn their
way through college, I wonder if any of that
could have happened if Pennsylvania hadn’t
said in a loud, screaming, clear voice by elect-
ing Harris Wofford, the time has come to
change the direction of this country.

I also want to ask you for your understand-
ing and your patience. Senator Wofford has
been working hard on this health care issue
ever since he got to the Senate, but you can’t
change the health care system unless the

White House and the Congress are in har-
ness. And I, my wife, and our administration
are working on this health care issue to put
the White House and the Congress in har-
ness to ensure affordable health care to all
Americans.

I also want to say, again, how much I ap-
preciate USAir and the employees for giving
us this wonderful terminal to meet in today.

And now let me talk about what Governor
Casey spoke about. When I became Presi-
dent, I promised a long-term economic plan,
no short-term miracles but a real effort to
turn this country around. And I presented
that plan to the Congress. They have to vote
on it twice, first in broad outlines and then
in the details. They adopted the outlines, the
so-called budget resolution, in record time.
They have never moved so rapidly.

It changes the whole way the Federal Gov-
ernment takes care of your money and has
your priorities at stake. It emphasizes a dra-
matic reduction in the Federal deficit and,
at the same time, increasing investment in
jobs, in education and health care and com-
munities and the things that will make the
country grow over a 5-year period, not a one-
shot deal, over 5 years. It does it by a com-
bination of strict budget cuts and raising
some more money. Seventy percent of it
comes from people with incomes over
$100,000 a year to try to restore some fair-
ness to this Tax Code that has gotten so un-
fair in the last 12 years. This program is a
good program. It is what I campaigned on.

Then I asked the Congress to do some-
thing I didn’t really campaign on but that
I decided was important, to adopt a short-
term jobs program to immediately create a
half a million jobs in this economy. And I’ll
tell you why I did it, even though we never
talked about it in these rallies when I came
here. Because I looked around the world and
I saw that every advanced economy in the
world is having trouble creating jobs, every
one. Then I looked at America, and I saw
that the economists were saying that we have
been in an economic recovery for a year, and
the unemployment rate is higher now than
it was when we were in the depths of the
recession.

So America is like a lot of these other
countries. If you look at the overall figures—
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a lot of you are responsible for this, by the
way—productivity, our output per working
person, is up. Some profits of our corpora-
tions are up, stock market at record-high lev-
els. Now interest rates are going down be-
cause we’re committed to reducing the defi-
cit. And a lot of you, as a result, have refi-
nanced your homes or gotten a lower mort-
gage or interest rate on a car or other con-
sumer interest rates. People have been able
to get business loans or refinance them.

That’s all good. But where are the jobs?
This is a sweeping, worldwide problem for
wealthier countries. But it is your problem
and your community’s problem if you or your
neighbors don’t have one. And as a result
of the incredible pressures on business today,
we see that even in this so-called recovery,
we’re having no new jobs created and we’re
having 100,000 Americans a month lose their
health insurance. I say we can do better. And
we have to try to do better.

So we came up with the idea of not having
the Government create a job for everybody
that’s unemployed—you know we don’t have
enough money to do that with the deficit as
high as it is—but of having a very carefully
targeted jobs plan to create a half a million
jobs and hope it would operate like striking
a match, and then that would get the econ-
omy spurred, and other new jobs would be
created. It was a disciplined, limited, tar-
geted plan, clearly designed to get this econ-
omy going again in the short run. That is
what I’ve asked the House and the Senate
to adopt. The House adopted the plan right
away. A majority of the Senate is for it. All
the Republicans are filibustering it, which
means they know it will pass, so they won’t
let it come to a vote.

Now, let me tell you what it will do. It
will give communities a lift by putting thou-
sands of police officers on the street to try
to make the streets safer. It will invest in
roads and streets and bridges and cleaner
water and sewer systems and put people to
work in construction work. That is important.
It will give cities and counties and States
some discretionary money to support
projects like this one. It will create 700,000
jobs for young people who otherwise
wouldn’t have any work this summer to get
them off the streets.

After trying for a long time to pass this
program and getting no help from any of the
Republican Senators—because we have to
have at least three or four of them to help
because it takes 60 people to shut off debate
in the Senate, not a majority, 60 percent—
I offered a compromise. Well, you’ve heard
that old saying, it takes two to tango? It also
takes two to untangle the gridlock in Wash-
ington. And I came here today asking you
to ask Senator Specter to help me untangle
this gridlock.

The Republicans say, ‘‘Well, maybe we
ought to pay money to extend the unemploy-
ment benefits of people who are unem-
ployed,’’ but not a dime to create any jobs.
We tried that for 12 years: Pay people to be
unemployed; don’t pay them to work. I say
we should do both, take care of the unem-
ployed but reduce the unemployed. Put peo-
ple to work.

There are those who say, ‘‘Everything’s
fine. We don’t need this.’’ Everybody who
says that has got a job. [Laughter] Everybody
who says that has got health insurance. Ev-
erybody who says that has a good education
and is going to do fine almost no matter what
happens. They can take care of themselves.
The people who know how many vulnerable
people there are in America know that we’ve
got to try to do something to put the people
to work. If it doesn’t work, we’ll do some-
thing else. But let’s try this. It can work.

Let me say, in fairness to my opponents—
I want you to know what their argument is.
They say if the Congress passes an emer-
gency jobs bill, that adds to the deficit, and
we shouldn’t do anything to make the deficit
bigger, nothing, except maybe unemploy-
ment benefits. Now, that has a lot of appeal.
Here’s what they don’t tell you. We could
pass every dollar I’ve asked for in this jobs
plan and still be below the total spending tar-
gets that this Congress established before I
ever became President, for how much money
was going to be spent this year. Right, Con-
gressmen? Number one.

Number two, we have cut and cut and cut
spending in this budget, over 200 specific
spending cuts over the next 5 years that will
blow away this extra spending. This spending
is more than covered by budget cuts.
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And third, and the most important thing
of all you need to know, is that before I be-
came President, just in the last 4 years, a
lot of these same people voted for the same
kind of emergency spending, billions and bil-
lions and billions of dollars of it, a lot of it
for overseas spending or other things that
didn’t have anything to do with putting the
people of Pennsylvania to work. So they did
this before. Let’s do it for the American peo-
ple this time.

What’s amazing to me, they also say,
‘‘Well, you can’t trust the cities and counties
with the money. You give these community
development block grants to the cities, you
can’t ever tell. Well, they’ll fool around and
build a swimming pool with it.’’ [Laughter]
I have a couple of things to say about that.
First of all, it was the Republicans in Wash-
ington that once championed these commu-
nity development grants. Your late Senator
from this State, John Heinz, was a great
champion of the very thing I’m trying to do,
increasing community development block
grants.

Before I became President, I heard speech
after speech out of the Republicans in Wash-
ington that I agreed with, saying that people
at the local level have better sense than we
do about how to spend this money. How
many times did the Congress get that speech
from the Republicans, ‘‘Let the mayors, let
the Governors, let the county officials spend
this money. They know how to do it.’’ Well,
funny enough, I propose to expand that pro-
gram, and all of a sudden they said, ‘‘Why,
you can’t trust those people. They’ll squander
the money. They might build a swimming
pool.’’ [Laughter]

Let me tell you something. I don’t know
how you feel, but in a lot of these cities and
small towns and country places, I’d a lot rath-
er those kids be at swimming pools this sum-
mer than some of the places they’re going
to be. You go to Washington. The President’s
got a swimming pool. The Senate has a swim-
ming pool. Why shouldn’t the people have
a swimming pool? And what about all those
people who are going to work building those
kinds of things in our cities? I’m telling you,
folks, every argument they’ve got still comes
back to gridlock.

Now again, I’m going to tell you, this is
not the end of the world, but we need to
keep this country moving. And we need to
create some jobs now. And we need to stop
making excuses. We need to pull together.
I have reached out the hand of compromise
to the Republicans in the Senate. I did it
all by myself. I didn’t have any kind of deal
from them. I just listened to them. I listened
to all those speeches about how bad these
programs were. So I said, ‘‘Okay, here’s a
different deal, and by the way, how about
spending $200 million more to put police on
the street? Why don’t you do that?’’ Let’s
hear what their answer is. Why shouldn’t we
have police on the street where we need it
in the cities, where we’ve have to cut back
on law enforcement coverage? Why
shouldn’t we have more people working in
this country?

I want to ask you to help us put America
back to work. I want to ask you to help keep
the movement going. I have been very honest
with you. We don’t have any magic bullets.
We know there won’t be any overnight suc-
cesses. But we know that this economy, like
so many countries in the world, is not creat-
ing jobs. And if people were working, you
just think about it, if everybody in this coun-
try who wanted a job had one, we wouldn’t
have half the problems we’ve got now. Let’s
try to put America back to work.

By the end of this month, let me give you
one more example, if we don’t fund this pro-
gram, the main loan program of the Small
Business Administration will be shut down.
The opposite party for years paraded as the
champion of the small businesses of this
country. That program can help start 25,000
small businesses. Small business is generating
most of the new jobs in America today. That
is the kind of thing we have done here.

I ask you, please, not in a spirit of partisan-
ship, not in an atmosphere of hostility, not
with political rhetoric, just for the benefit of
the people of Pittsburgh and Allegheny
County and Pennsylvania and the United
States of America, ask your Senator and the
Senators in the United States Senate to give
us a chance to put this country back to work,
starting Monday.

Thank you, and God bless you all.
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NOTE: The President spoke at 11:16 a.m. in the
USAir terminal at Pittsburgh International Air-
port. In his remarks, he referred to Tom Foerster
and Pete Flaherty, Allegheny County commis-
sioners, and Sophie Masloff, Mayor of Pittsburgh.

On April 17, the Office of the Press Secretary
released a statement by the President on the jury
verdict in the Rodney King case. That statement
is an excerpt from the President’s remarks, printed
above.

Proclamation 6546—National
Volunteer Week, 1993
April 17, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
The spirit of service is embodied in the

people of America. With the knowledge that
each of us benefits when we all work to-
gether, and with the willingness to act on that
knowledge, we have always strived to bring
out the best in ourselves and in our country.
This tradition of service sustains and defines
our citizenship and our democracy. Our
shared institutions and values unite this
country and make it great. None of these
runs deeper than the spirit of service.

As they have throughout history, volun-
teers today are lifting up America. Millions
of citizens are giving of themselves to help
provide a better future for all Americans. The
many forms of service are as diverse as the
American people: a homemaker organizing
a neighborhood patrol, a retired firefighter
becoming a foster grandparent, a teenager
volunteering in a health clinic, or a small
child designing a recycling program. A
uniquely American spirit unites all of these
efforts.

In our smallest counties and in our largest
cities—in every community across the land—
citizens are renewing America through serv-
ice. Alone, any one effort can make a signifi-
cant impact. Together, they can change our
country forever—not only through the mate-
rial improvements they create but also
through the spiritual transformation they fos-
ter.

This week, then, it is fitting that we honor
the millions of people who devote themselves
to helping others. But this year, let us do
more than recognize their efforts. Let us
renew our spirit of volunteerism and rededi-
cate ourselves to serving our fellow Ameri-
cans.

This is a time to rekindle the spirit of serv-
ice. Old and young, rich and poor, all of us
have roles to play in making our Nation
stronger. We must serve in order to allow
our children—and future generations—to
live up to their full potential. Just as impor-
tant, we must serve in order to be our best
as Americans and as human beings.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by the authority vested in me by the Con-
stitution and laws of the United States, do
hereby designate the week beginning April
18, 1993, as National Volunteer Week. I ask
all Americans to join in commending the con-
tributions volunteers make to our Nation. I
urge every citizen to consider how, in our
own ways, we can renew our Nation’s hope,
revitalize our people’s spirit, and reclaim our
country’s promise.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this seventeenth day of April, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-three, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
10:44 a.m., April 19, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on April 20.

Statement on the Death of President
Turgut Ozal of Turkey
April 17, 1993

Mrs. Clinton and I are deeply saddened
over the passing of President Turgut Ozal
of Turkey. We have expressed our condo-
lences to the Acting President of Turkey,
Hussametin Cindoruk, and to Mrs. Semra
Ozal at this difficult and sad time. Friends
of Turkey everywhere mourn his passing.
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President Ozal devoted his life to public
service, and Turkey is a stronger country be-
cause of his dedicated and visionary leader-
ship. President Ozal’s mark on the political
life of Turkey, both at home and abroad, has
been extraordinary. He crafted a new re-
gional role for his country, stressing always
the importance of democracy, trade, and
peace. The alliance of Turkey and the United
States is stronger today because of the per-
sonal leadership of the late President.

On behalf of all Americans, Mrs. Clinton
and I extend our heartfelt sympathies to the
people of Turkey and to the family and
friends of President Ozal.

Remarks to the University of Maine
Ice Hockey Team and an Exchange
With Reporters
April 19, 1993

The President. Good morning, ladies and
gentlemen. It’s an honor for me to welcome
the University of Maine Black Bears, the win-
ner of the NCAA Division I hockey national
championship to the Rose Garden and the
White House. I understand from Senator
Mitchell that this is the first team from the
University of Maine ever to win a national
championship. And we’re glad to have them
here.

I’m inspired not only by how the team
pulled together to win the championship but
how the entire State pulled together to cheer
them on to victory. Coming from a State that
is also relatively small in size but also filled
with pride and tradition and community, I
can understand how the people of Maine
must feel about the Black Bears. In our State,
people are still talking about the time we won
the Orange Bowl over the number one
ranked football team, and that was back in
1978. I’m sure that 15 years from now the
people of Maine will be as proud of this team
as they are today.

You know, in my State football is a slightly
more popular sport than hockey. We don’t
have a lot of ice. [Laughter] But after spend-
ing 3 months getting banged around in this
town, I can understand a little more about
hockey than I did before I came here. Hock-
ey is a tough game; it’s a hard-hitting sport.

It does have one virtue though, there’s a pen-
alty for delay of game. I wish we had that
rule in the Senate. [Laughter] In Govern-
ment, as in hockey, leadership is important.
In the United States Senate, our team has
a great captain, the majority leader and the
senior Senator from Maine, George Mitchell;
junior Senator Cohen looks so young, I can’t
imagine. [Laughter] I’m actually bitter about
Senator Cohen because he looks so much
younger than me.

On your hockey team the captain, Jim
Montgomery, has done a great job. He
scored the winning goal late in the champion-
ship game, leading you to a come-from-be-
hind victory, something else I know a little
bit about. Sport brings out the best in indi-
viduals and in teams and in communities. I
share the pride that Senator Mitchell and
Senator Cohen and Congressman Andrews
and all the people of Maine must feel for
the Black Bears who have shown us all how
to play as a team, how to bring out the best
in one another, and how to come from be-
hind. I think it’s important, as I ask young
people from around America who have
achieved outstanding things in working to-
gether to come here to the White House to
be recognized and appreciated by their coun-
try, to remember that those kinds of values
and those kinds of virtues need to be in-
grained in all of us for all of our lives. We
now have another role model, and I’m glad
to have them here today.
[At this point, the President was presented
with a team jersey.]

The President. That’s great. I love it. It’s
beautiful.
[At this point, the President was presented
with an autographed hockey stick.]

The President. Thank you. That’s great.

Branch Davidian Religious Sect Standoff
Q. Mr. President, did you authorize the

move on Waco this morning, sir?
The President. I was aware of it. I think

the Attorney General made the decision. And
I think I should refer all questions to her
and to the FBI.

Q. Did you have any instructions for her
as to how it should be executed?
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The President. No, they made the tactical
decisions. That was their judgment, the FBI.

Q. Is this a raid?
The President. I want to refer you to, talk

to the Attorney General and the FBI. I knew
it was going to be done, but the decisions
were entirely theirs, all the tactical decisions.

Stimulus Package
Q. What did you and Senator Mitchell talk

about this morning?
Q. Any chance for that stimulus package?
The President. Senator Mitchell ought to

pay my quarter. I was in there—[laugh-
ter]——

Senator Mitchell. You have to pay that
quarter.

The President. I was ready. [Laughter]
Senator Mitchell, he’s worth a quarter any
day.

Q. Any chance for your bill, sir?
The President. We talked about what was

going to happen this week in the Senate and
about what other meetings we’re going to
have for the rest of the week. We only had
about 5 minutes to talk, and we agreed we’d
get back together later, around noon, and talk
some more.

Q. Senator Dole said over the weekend
that your compromise is no compromise.

The President. Well, I know he did, but
look, Senator Dole and a lot of the other Re-
publicans now in the Senate voted for the
same kind of thing for Ronald Reagan in
1983. And our research indicates that a ma-
jority of them over time voted for a total of
28 emergency spending measures totaling
over $100 billion when Reagan and Bush
were President, in those administrations.
And many of those purposes were not nearly
as worthy as putting the American people
back to work. I don’t want to go back and
revisit every one, but you can do it. You can
look at the research there. So this position
they’re taking is not credible. We have a very
tough 5-year deficit reduction plan. All these
costs are covered during that time and then
some. And the very people that are saying
this has all got to be paid for don’t have much
of a history on which to base their position.
They’ve got 12 years of votes for stimulus
measures of this kind that had very little to
do with putting the American people back

to work. So I think we’ve got a chance to
work it out, and I’m hopeful. We’ll see what
happens today and tomorrow. I’m feeling
pretty good about it.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:58 a.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House. A portion of
the content of these remarks could not be verified
because the tape was incomplete.

Remarks to Building and
Construction Trades Union
Representatives
April 19, 1993

The President. Thank you very much,
Bob. And thank you ladies and gentlemen
for that wonderful, wonderful reception.

Audience member. My hero! [Laughter]
The President. I don’t know about that,

but I’m up here fighting for you every day,
I’ll tell you that.

I like looking out into a big crowd into
the faces of people who have worked hard
and played by the rules and tried to make
this country work again. I thank you for the
help you gave me last November when we
said together we wanted to change this coun-
try; we wanted to break the gridlock in Wash-
ington; we wanted to change the priorities
and put our people first again; we wanted
to develop a high-wage, high-growth econ-
omy.

We knew that to do it we’d have to do
some very tough things. All of us knew that
going in. We knew that these decisions would
be difficult and that they wouldn’t come
overnight and that the country had been
going in one direction for more than a decade
and you couldn’t turn it around overnight.
But everyone knew that we had to reduce
this awful Federal deficit, we had to increase
our investment in our people and jobs, at
the same time we had to address the health
care crisis. Now, we’re spending 15 percent
of our national income on health care with
37 million people uninsured, 100,000 people
a month losing their health insurance, and
more and more money every year going to
health care instead of investment in jobs and
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growth and the economy. We knew we had
to make some changes.

I made some commitments to you, and I
told you that if you’d vote for me, I’d try
to bring fairness and growth and opportunity
back to America. I tried to do everything that
I said I’d do. I’ve confronted some different
and difficult circumstances, but we are mov-
ing ahead.

I have been gratified, frankly, by most of
what has happened here in the last 21⁄2
months. Congress passed a resolution en-
dorsing the budget plan I presented to re-
duce the deficit and increase investment in
jobs and education and training, in record
time. They have never passed a budget plan
that fast.

And then I said, well, now I think we ought
to have an emergency jobs plan to try to
jumpstart this economy, to put a half a mil-
lion more people back to work through direct
investment in the public and private sector
over the next year and a half because this
economy doesn’t seem to be creating any
jobs, even though everybody tells us we’re
in a recovery.

And there was broad-based support for
that, for creating jobs and using the money
to immunize children and to rebuild our
community and to rebuild our infrastructure.
The bill swept through the House and is sup-
ported by a majority of the Senate.

A few weeks ago we had a meeting of busi-
ness and labor leaders that included Bob
Georgine and Lane Kirkland and some of the
biggest business people in this country saying
we need the jobs bill. And the labor move-
ment has shown real leadership on this issue
in working in partnership with business on
the concept of investment.

I tried to look hard at this economy and
ask what we can do. How can we move this
economy forward? How can we do it in the
short term and in the long term? Over the
long term, we’ve got to bring the deficit
down. That gets interest rates down. You’ve
seen that already. Interest rates have come
down since the election. And billions of dol-
lars are being refinanced in homes, in car
loans, in commercial loans, in business loans.
And that’s going to mean more jobs for peo-
ple like you. But it also means that we have
to have some direct investment to create jobs

in this economy. We’ve got to get the econ-
omy moving. There are those who say, well,
we’re in a recovery and things are going fine.
Well, I don’t know about you, but 16 months
of 7 percent unemployment or more is not
fine with me. I ran because I thought we
could do better.

You know, people ask me all the time what
is the real difference about being President?
Is it really different? And I have to tell you,
after just a couple of months, I’ve got an
enormous amount of sympathy with every
predecessor I ever had who got out of touch.
[Laughter] You know, you live in the nicest
public housing in America—[laughter]—and
somebody drives you around everywhere,
and you’re always being protected because
you are at some risk, and you’ve got the nicest
airplane anybody ever saw—[laughter]—and
nobody except your wife and your mama and
your nearest family can call you by your first
name anymore without violating protocol.
Before you know it, you’re just walking
around in a bubble.

The other day—this is a true story—the
other day I came down from the upper resi-
dence floor of the White House down to the
first floor, the big floor, and I was going to
a meeting. And I didn’t know it but my wife
had had a meeting with a bunch of other
people, and when the elevator door opened
I found myself standing in the midst of 20
or 30 people. I didn’t know them, and I just
shook hands with them, and said hello, and
went on and—to give you an example of how
bad it is—this very nice person working at
the White House said, ‘‘Oh, Mr. President,
I’m so sorry I let you out in the middle of
those people.’’ And so I looked at him and
I said, ‘‘That’s okay young man, I used to
be one myself.’’ [Laughter]

It’s so easy for people who make decisions
here to forget. You know, everybody that
makes a decision here has got a job. Every-
body that makes a decision here that affects
your life got a good education. Everybody
that makes a decision here has got a good
health care plan and has pretty good security
because we keep taking in tax dollars.

And it’s important that we think about
where other people are. Unemployment in
building trades across the board is about 14
percent, about twice the national average.
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And yet we know we’re spending much less
of our income investing in building things,
in the infrastructure and in construction and
things that really make a country rich over
the long run, than almost all of our competi-
tors.

We also know that every wealthy country
in the world is having trouble creating jobs.
All the rich countries are. Even Japan’s seen
its unemployment rate go up some, and
theirs is lower than everybody else’s because
their economy is more closed. But all the
wealthy countries, including Japan, including
Germany, are having difficulty creating jobs.
This is not just an American problem. But
we need to find the courage and the creativ-
ity to solve the problem. We’re not like some
of those countries who give you your wages
for a year and a half and all of your benefits
if you lose the job. In America, people need
to work. And you just think about it, about
half our problems would go away overnight
if everybody in this country who wanted to
work had a job.

There are more than a million fewer jobs
in the private sector now than there were
before this recession began. Virtually all the
net growth in employment has come in local,
State, and Federal Government. And if you
will forgive me, that’s not a very sound basis
for long-term economic recovery, because
their bills are all paid by somebody else. The
somebody elses need the work. And that’s
what we’re trying to do.

Last year, more businesses failed than at
any time in memory. Last month, we lost a
total of net 22,000 jobs, including 59,000 con-
struction jobs. There are now 16 million
Americans who are looking for the wages and
dignity of full-time work. There may be more
who aren’t on the rolls who have just given
up trying.

I’ve taken a lot of heat because I have cut
Government programs that some people in
my own party like a lot. I offered a program
that had 200 specific budget cuts, a program
that will reduce this deficit by about $500
billion over 5 years. I don’t think the Govern-
ment can do everything or should try to do
everything. And a lot of what we used to do
either doesn’t need to be done or must be
done by State and local government or the
private sector. But I am not willing to say

when 7 percent of our people are unem-
ployed and have been for 16 months, when
millions more are underemployed, when
business is under so much pressure that
100,000 Americans a month are losing their
health insurance, when city after city after
city in this country is full of young people
who won’t have anything to do this summer
and have never had a good job and need to
have the experience of working, that we
shouldn’t do more to create real opportunity
and to have the dignity of work and to de-
velop the capacity of our people.

I just think we can do better. I did not
ask for this job for the honor, great as it is,
of living in the White House and riding
around in all the limousines and the air-
planes. It is a very great honor to be Presi-
dent, but you can only do honor to the job
if you get up every day and try to make things
better and change things. That’s why I asked
you to give me the job.

Now I need your help today, because I
know that the building trades have been will-
ing in the past to endorse builders, whether
they were Republicans or Democrats. And
you have been willing to endorse people that
you thought—Members of Congress and
others at the State level who would help you
to put people to work. Some of the people
you endorsed are now involved in the Senate
filibuster of the jobs plan.

Now this plan will create hundreds of
thousands of jobs. Is it the answer to all our
problems? No. Is it big enough? Probably
not, but it’s about as big as it can be given
the size of the deficit and the fact that we’ve
got to bring that down and keep interest rates
down. Will it hurt the economy? No.

We want to put people to work in con-
struction. We also want to rehire thousands
of police officers who have lost their jobs so
they can do a better job protecting people
from crime. You know, there was a fascinat-
ing article on Los Angeles the other day be-
fore the verdict in the King case, which said
that in all neighborhoods, without regard to
race or income, people wanted more police
officers. They wanted community policing.
They knew it would reduce the possibility
of abusive police power if they had enough
police on the street so that they knew their
neighbors. They worked together to prevent
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crime as well as to catch criminals. And peo-
ple felt less tension and more community.

That’s what’s also in this jobs plan. In your
industry, a $450 billion a year industry, we
can create about 23,000 to 25,000 jobs di-
rectly, quickly, quickly, if this bill will pass.
We can give 700,000 young people a chance
to have a job this summer that will not only
be a real job but will require them to do
some more work on their education so that
they will learn even as they earn.

We will provide some loans to small busi-
nesses where most of the new jobs are cre-
ated. The Republican Party has been a cham-
pion of this small business program in the
past as they have been of the community de-
velopment block grants, Republican Mayors
all over America supporting my jobs program
as the Republican Senators say how bad the
community development block grant is. They
used to trust Mayors and Governors when
they had a Republican in the White House.
I don’t know what this has got to do with
me. They’ve still got the same Mayors and
Governors they had before.

It’s time to stop playing politics and move
forward. Many of the projects funded by this
jobs plan have sat on the shelves for years
while deficits exploded and investments in
the things that make the economy strong and
the people strong have been totally ne-
glected.

Now what are my opponents saying? Why
did they say it’s okay for the minority to keep
the majority from even voting on this bill?
They say this bill adds to the deficit. Well,
I’ll give you four arguments against that. I
want you to give it back to them before you
leave town.

First, they’re more than happy to pay for
unemployment benefits to be extended. That
is, they say, Okay, we’ll vote for that in emer-
gency funding. But they won’t create any
money to put people to work so they don’t
have to draw unemployment. Now, we tried
it their way for 12 years. They always voted
to extend unemployment benefits. I’d like to
extend employment benefits. That’s a lot bet-
ter than unemployment benefits.

Second thing you need to know is, because
of some savings in the defense budget, which
have already occurred, we could pass every
dollar in this jobs bill and still be below the

target for total discretionary Federal spend-
ing set by these folks in Congress before I
ever got here. They never tell you that.

Third thing you need to know, as I said,
is that we have proposed 200 specific budget
cuts that will more than pay for this modest
amount of extra spending. And very often in
the past, these same folks have voted to
spend money this year and pay for it in the
years ahead in a 5-year budget plan.

And finally, and maybe most importantly,
many and perhaps most of the Senators who
are blocking consideration of our plan have
actually voted for emergency measure after
emergency measure after emergency meas-
ure just like this for 12 years, often in legisla-
tion that wasn’t paid for. And they didn’t have
much trouble with it then when their guys
were in the White House.

This plan puts people to work. It’s paid
for. It doesn’t shift jobs overseas, it puts jobs
on the streets of America. Many of the peo-
ple who are leading this filibuster voted for
a stimulus plan like this under President
Reagan back in 1983. We did some quick
research over the weekend. It appears that
28 times in the last 12 years, many of the
same people who are holding this bill up
voted to do the same thing I’m asking for
to the tune of over $100 billion, often for
foreign aid and for other things that didn’t
have nearly as much to do with affecting the
lives of the American people in Main Street
America. And it’s time to help Main Street
America.

We had an election in November that said
stop the gridlock, stop the partisan bickering,
compromise, work together, move the coun-
try forward, and start by putting the Amer-
ican people back to work. That’s what this
is all about. Don’t listen to those arguments.

So that’s it. When they say, oh, we can’t
add to the deficit, say, well, you guys, you
guys not the Democrats, you guys, you voted
for 12 years for these kinds of things, often
to help countries, why not help us? Two,
you’ve got $500 billion in deficit reduction;
it’ll cover this real well. Three, you’re still
under the spending targets that you adopted
before President Clinton ever got to town.
And four, we need this jobs plan. We don’t
need to fund just unemployment benefits, we
want to fund employment benefits.
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This whole thing has got to be about ena-
bling people to live up to their potential. I
went on these buses all across the country
with Hillary and Al and Tipper Gore, and
we went into little towns and big cities. Over
and over and over again, what I left those
encounters with was the sense that Ameri-
cans were yearning just to be themselves as
fully as they could be. And you can’t do that
if you can’t have a job. You can’t do that if
you can’t get a decent education. You can’t
do that if you think no matter how hard you
work, you can’t take care of your family if
they get sick. You can’t do that if you think
you can never change jobs without losing
your health benefits.

If you think about it, we live in a world
where the power of people is uppermost. We
live in a country where, thank God, no one
is a dictator. We have to work together. We
have to be able to put aside our partisan la-
bels and sometimes our personal prejudices
and think about what it takes to pull people
together and give everybody a chance to be
the most they can be. That’s what the whole
purpose of politics is.

And when this bill was held up, I didn’t
like it, but I offered to compromise, to take
some of the jobs out of it, though it grieves
me, to try to respond to some of the specific
speeches that were given by Republican Sen-
ators on the floor of the Senate.

And so far what have they said to my good
faith offer? Same old thing: stonewall. This
is the deficit; we can’t add to the deficit.
Folks, this is the crowd that had the Govern-
ment for 12 years. They took the deficit from
$1 trillion to $4 trillion. Have they no shame?
How can they say this? What is going on?
Sometimes I think the secret to success in
this town is being able to say the most amaz-
ing things with a straight face.

We’re going to get the deficit down. We’re
going to try to keep interest rates down. But
we’ve got to invest in people, and we’ve got
to try to create jobs. Will this work wonders?
No. Will it work some good? Yes, you bet
it will. It is an effort. Did I even campaign
on this? No. You endorsed me without asking
me to promise an emergency jobs program.
I offered this program for the simple reason
that I looked at the performance of this econ-
omy and its difficulty in creating jobs. Then

I looked around the world and I saw all these
other countries having the same exact prob-
lem we were having, and I thought, we’ve
got to try something else. And I’ll tell you
something, if we get this done and it doesn’t
work, I’ll try something else. We’re living in
a new and different time where we’ve got
to try.

I ask you, every one of you that ever had
a chance to make it because you joined this
union, because somebody invested in a
project that gave you a chance to work, be-
cause you had the opportunity to raise a fam-
ily and have a house, educate kids. Just take
a little time now and ask the people you know
in the United States Congress, who have all
made it, to think about how together we can
provide these opportunities for others. The
arguments they are using just don’t hold
water. They don’t measure against the facts
of what they have done in the past and what
the facts of this budget that I have presented
are. This is a modest program to give hope
and opportunity to people in this country
who need it and to try to get the job engine
going in America again.

I have compromised. I have held out my
hand. I think it’s time for somebody to reach
back across the divide of party politics and
put the American people first. And you can
help get it done today. I hope you will.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:53 a.m. at the
Washington Hilton Hotel. In his remarks, he re-
ferred to Robert Georgine, president, Building
and Construction Trades Department, and Lane
Kirkland, president, AFL–CIO.

Statement on the Tragedy in Waco,
Texas
April 19, 1993

I am deeply saddened by the loss of life
in Waco today. My thoughts and prayers are
with the families of David Koresh’s victims.

The law enforcement agencies involved in
the Waco siege recommended the course of
action pursued today. The Attorney General
informed me of their analysis and judgment
and recommended that we proceed with to-
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day’s action given the risks of maintaining the
previous policy indefinitely. I told the Attor-
ney General to do what she thought was
right, and I stand by that decision.

Nomination for Assistant Secretaries
of Labor
April 19, 1993

The President today named California
Chief Deputy Treasurer E. Olena Berg and
former Michigan Department of Commerce
Director Douglas Ross to senior positions at
the Department of Labor. He intends to
nominate Ms. Berg to be Assistant Secretary
for Pension and Welfare Benefit Programs
and Mr. Ross to be Assistant Secretary for
Employment and Training.

‘‘Olena Berg and Doug Ross have been
effective and innovative officials at the State
government level,’’ said the President. ‘‘Both
have significant business experience as well.
I am very pleased that they will be part of
Secretary Reich’s team at Labor.’’

NOTE: Biographies of the nominees were made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Remarks on Presenting the Teacher
of the Year Award
April 20, 1993

Good afternoon. Please be seated.
I want to say, first, how delighted I am

to be here with Secretary Riley and with Sen-
ator Graham. The three of us served as Gov-
ernors together during the 1980’s when we
worked constantly on strategies to improve
our schools, when we led often difficult and
long efforts to upgrade the standards in
American education and to improve the qual-
ity of instruction our children were receiving.

There were no two Governors whom I ad-
mired more during that period than the two
who now stand on this stage with the Teacher
of the Year. And I think both of them would
join me in saying that, after all the testimony
has been heard and all the bills have been
passed and the funds have been raised and
allocated, it all comes down to what happens
between the teacher and the students in the
classroom.

That’s why today’s ceremony honoring the
National Teacher of the Year is so important.
Tracey Leon Bailey has won recognition all
across our country for highly advanced and
innovative science programs. He’s developed
and introduced into Florida’s classrooms cut-
ting-edge programs in molecular biology and
DNA fingerprinting, subjects usually taught
only in college and, I might add, probably
only dimly understood here in the Nation’s
Capital.

Within 3 years of being hired by a satellite
high school, Mr. Bailey’s institution had one
of the strongest science programs in the en-
tire State of Florida, and it won numerous
national and international awards. These ad-
vanced programs aren’t just for a favored
few. Tracey Bailey has inspired all kinds of
students, including those previously known
as low-achieving or at-risk, to reach for excel-
lence and to attain it. This is what our stu-
dents need and what our country needs.

Today, we know that a good future with
high wages and rich opportunities rests on
the foundation of quality education for a life-
time. The basics aren’t enough anymore. All
our kids need competence in math and
science and advanced problemsolving. That’s
why Tracey Bailey’s accomplishments are so
important and why I am so pleased and
proud to participate in recognizing and hon-
oring these accomplishments.

Tracey, you represent the best in the
United States. I’m glad to recognize you
today and to formally present you with this
Apple Award as the Teacher of the Year for
1993.

[At this point, the President presented the
award, and Mr. Bailey made a brief state-
ment of appreciation.]

In closing, I would like to also welcome
the education leaders in Florida who are
here, those representing the national edu-
cation groups who have also come. I’d like
to recognize Tracey’s Congressman, Rep-
resentative Jim Bacchus in the back, himself
a great advocate of education. And I’d like
to remind all of you that the ultimate purpose
of the National Teacher of the Year Award
is to find a way for the rest of us to express

VerDate 09-APR-98 13:48 Apr 15, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00016 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P16AP4.021 INET01



623Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993 / Apr. 20

our appreciation to people all across this
country who give their lives to our children,
all of the teachers of this country who get
up every day and do their best to try to ad-
vance the cause of learning for all the chil-
dren of America. They are, in so many ways,
our most important public servants.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:25 p.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of these
remarks.

The President’s News Conference
April 20, 1993

Tragedy in Waco
The President. On February the 28th,

four Federal agents were killed in the line
of duty trying to enforce the law against the
Branch Davidian compound, which had ille-
gally stockpiled weaponry and ammunition
and placed innocent children at risk. Because
the BATF operation had failed to meet its
objective, a 51-day standoff ensued.

The Federal Bureau of Investigation then
made every reasonable effort to bring this
perilous situation to an end without blood-
shed and further loss of life. The Bureau’s
efforts were ultimately unavailing because
the individual with whom they were dealing,
David Koresh, was dangerous, irrational, and
probably insane. He engaged in numerous
activities which violated both Federal law
and common standards of decency. He was,
moreover, responsible for the deaths and in-
juries which occurred during the action
against the compound in February. Given his
inclination towards violence and in an effort
to protect his young hostages, no provocative
actions were taken for more than 7 weeks
by Federal agents against the compound.

This weekend I was briefed by Attorney
General Reno on an operation prepared by
the FBI, designed to increase pressure on
Koresh and persuade those in the compound
to surrender peacefully. The plan included
a decision to withhold the use of ammuni-
tion, even in the face of fire, and instead to
use tear gas that would not cause permanent
harm to health but would, it was hoped, force

the people in the compound to come outside
and to surrender.

I was informed of the plan to end the
siege. I discussed it with Attorney General
Reno. I asked the questions I thought it was
appropriate for me to ask. I then told her
to do what she thought was right, and I take
full responsibility for the implementation of
the decision.

Yesterday’s action ended in a horrible
human tragedy. Mr. Koresh’s response to the
demands for his surrender by Federal agents
was to destroy himself and murder the chil-
dren who were his captives, as well as all the
other people who were there who did not
survive. He killed those he controlled, and
he bears ultimate responsibility for the car-
nage that ensued.

Now we must review the past with an eye
toward the future. I have directed the United
States Departments of Justice and Treasury
to undertake a vigorous and thorough inves-
tigation to uncover what happened and why
and whether anything could have been done
differently. I have told the Departments to
involve independent professional law en-
forcement officials in the investigation. I ex-
pect to receive analysis and answers in what-
ever time is required to complete the review.
Finally, I have directed the Departments to
cooperate fully with all congressional inquir-
ies so that we can continue to be fully ac-
countable to the American people.

I want to express my appreciation to the
Attorney General, to the Justice Department,
and to the Federal agents on the frontlines
who did the best job they could under deeply
difficult circumstances.

Again I want to say, as I did yesterday,
I am very sorry for the loss of life which oc-
curred at the beginning and at the end of
this tragedy in Waco. I hope very much that
others who will be tempted to join cults and
to become involved with people like David
Koresh will be deterred by the horrible
scenes they have seen over the last 7 weeks.
And I hope very much that the difficult situa-
tions which Federal agents confronted there
and which they will be doubtless required
to confront in other contexts in the future
will be somewhat better handled and better
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understood because of what has been learned
now.

Q. Mr. President, can you, first of all, tell
us why after 51 days you decided——

Q. Mr. President, can you describe for us
what it is that Janet Reno outlined to you
in your 15-minute phone conversation
with——

The President. I can’t hear you both. If
one will go first and then the other.

Q. Sorry. Can you describe what Janet
Reno——

Q. Mr. President——
The President. I’ll answer both your ques-

tions, but I can’t do it at once.

Attorney General’s Briefing
Q. Can you describe what she told you

on Sunday about the nature of the operation
and how much detail you knew about it?

The President. Yes. I was told by the At-
torney General that the FBI strongly felt that
the time had come to take another step in
trying to dislodge the people in the com-
pound. And she described generally what the
operation would be, that they wanted to go
in and use tear gas which had been tested
not to cause permanent damage to adults or
to children but which would make it very dif-
ficult for people to stay inside the building.
And it was hoped that the tear gas would
permit them to come outside.

I was further told that under no cir-
cumstances would our people fire any shots
at them, even if fired upon. They were going
to shoot the tear gas from armored vehicles
which would protect them, and there would
be no exchange of fire. In fact, as you know,
an awful lot of shots were fired by the cult
members at the Federal officials. There were
no shots coming back from the Government
side.

I asked a number of questions. The first
question I asked is, why now? We have wait-
ed 7 weeks; why now? The reasons I was
given were the following:

Number one, that there was a limit to how
long the Federal authorities could maintain
with their limited resources the quality and
intensity of coverage by experts there. They
might be needed in other parts of the coun-
try.

Number two, that the people who had re-
viewed this had never seen a case quite like
this one before, and they were convinced that
no progress had been made recently and no
progress was going to be made through the
normal means of getting Koresh and the
other cult members to come out.

Number three, that the danger of their
doing something to themselves or to others
was likely to increase, not decrease, with the
passage of time.

And number four, that they had reason to
believe that the children who were still inside
the compound were being abused signifi-
cantly, as well as being forced to live in un-
sanitary and unsafe conditions.

So for those reasons, they wanted to move
at that time.

The second question I asked the Attorney
General is whether they had given consider-
ation to all of the things that could go wrong
and evaluated them against what might hap-
pen that was good. She said that the FBI
personnel on the scene and those working
with them were convinced that the chances
of bad things happening would only increase
with the passage of time.

The third question I asked was, has the
military been consulted? As soon as the initial
tragedy came to light in Waco, that’s the first
thing I asked to be done, because it was obvi-
ous that this was not a typical law enforce-
ment situation. Military people were then
brought in, helped to analyze the situation
and some of the problems that were pre-
sented by it. And so I asked if the military
had been consulted. The Attorney General
said that they had and that they were in basic
agreement, that there was only one minor
tactical difference of opinion between the
FBI and the military, something that both
sides thought was not of overwhelming sig-
nificance.

Having asked those questions and gotten
those answers, I said that if she thought it
was the right thing to do, that she should
proceed and that I would support it. And I
stand by that today.

Q. Mr. President——
The President. Wait.
Go ahead.
Q. Can you address the widespread per-

ception, reported widely—television, radio,
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and newspapers—that you were trying some-
how to distance yourself from this disaster?

The President. No, I’m bewildered by it.
The only reason I made no public statement
yesterday, let me say, the only reason I made
no public statement yesterday is that I had
nothing to add to what was being said, and
I literally did not know until rather late in
the day whether anybody was still alive other
than those who had been actually seen and
taken to the hospital or taken into custody.
It was purely and simply a question of waiting
for events to unfold.

I can’t account for why people speculated
one way or the other, but I talked to the
Attorney General on the day before the ac-
tion took place. I talked to her yesterday. I
called her again late last night after she ap-
peared on the Larry King show, and I talked
to her again this morning. It is not possible
for a President to distance himself from
things that happen when the Federal Gov-
ernment is in control.

I will say this, however. I was, frankly,
‘‘surprised’’ would be a mild word, to say that
anyone that would suggest that the Attorney
General should resign because some reli-
gious fanatics murdered themselves.

I regret what happened, but it is not pos-
sible in this life to control the behavior of
others in every circumstance. These people
killed four Federal officials in the line of
duty. They were heavily armed. They fired
on Federal officials yesterday repeatedly, and
they were never fired back on. We did every-
thing we could to avoid the loss of life. They
made the decision to immolate themselves.
And I regret it terribly, and I feel awful about
the children.

But in the end, the last comment I had
from Janet Reno is when—and I talked to
her on Sunday—I said, ‘‘Now, I want you
to tell me once more why you believe, not
why they believe, why you believe we should
move now rather than wait some more.’’ And
she said, ‘‘It’s because of the children. They
have evidence that those children are still
being abused and that they’re in increasingly
unsafe conditions, and that they don’t think
it will get any easier with the passage of time.
I have to take their word for that. So that
is where I think things stand.’’

Handling of the Standoff
Q. Can we assume then that you don’t

think this was mishandled in view of the out-
come, that you didn’t run out of patience?
And if you had it to do over again, would
you really decide that way?

The President. No—well, I think what
you can assume is just exactly what I an-
nounced today. The FBI has done a lot of
things right for this country over a long pe-
riod of time. This is the same FBI that found
the people that bombed the World Trade
Center in lickety-split, record time. We want
an inquiry to analyze the steps along the way.
Is there something else we should have
known? Is there some other question they
should have asked? Is there some other ques-
tion I should have asked? Can I say for sure
that we could have done nothing else to make
the outcome different? I don’t know that.
That’s why I want the inquiry and that’s why
I would like to make sure that we have some
independent law enforcement people, not
political people but totally nonpolitical, out-
side experts who can bring to bear the best
evidence we have.

There is, unfortunately, a rise in this sort
of fanaticism all across the world. And we
may have to confront it again. And I want
to know whether there is anything we can
do, particularly when there are children in-
volved. But I do think it is important to rec-
ognize that the wrongdoers in this case were
the people who killed others and then killed
themselves.

Q. Mr. President, were there any other
options presented to you for resolving this
situation at any point from February 28th
until yesterday?

The President. Well, yes, I got regular re-
ports all along the way. There were lots of
other options pursued. If you go back—you
all covered it very well. You did a very good
job of it. I mean, the FBI and the other au-
thorities there pursued any number of other
options all along the way, and a lot of them
early on seemed to be working. Some of the
children got out. Some of the other people
left. At one point, there seemed to be some
lines of communication opening up between
Koresh and the authorities. And then he
would say things and not do them, and things
just began to spin downward.
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In terms of what happened yesterday, the
conversation I had with the Attorney General
did not involve other options except whether
we should take more time with the present
strategy we were pursuing because they said
they wanted to do this, because they thought
this was the best way to get people out of
the compound quickly before they could kill
themselves. That’s what they thought.

Q. Did the government know that the chil-
dren did not have gas masks?

Congressional Hearings
Q. ——congressional hearings once the

situation—are you in agreement with that?
The President. That’s up to the Congress.

They can do whatever they want. But I think
it’s very important that the Treasury and Jus-
tice Departments launch this investigation
and bring in some outside experts. And as
I said in my statement, if any congressional
committees want to look into it, we will fully
cooperate. There is nothing to hide here.
This was probably the most well-covered op-
eration of its kind in the history of the coun-
try.

Go ahead, Sarah [Sarah McClendon,
McClendon News Service].

Use of Tear Gas
Q. There are two questions I want to ask

you. The first is, I think that they knew very
well that the children did not have gas masks
while the adults did, so the children had no
chance because this gas was very—she said
it was not lethal, but it was very dangerous
to the children, and they could not have sur-
vived without gas masks. And on February
28th—let’s go back—didn’t those people
have a right to practice their religion?

The President. They were not just prac-
ticing their religion. The Treasury Depart-
ment believed that they had violated Federal
laws, any number of them.

Q. What Federal laws?
The President. Let me go back and an-

swer that. I can’t answer the question about
the gas masks, except to tell you that the
whole purpose of using the tear gas was that
it had been tested; they were convinced that
it wouldn’t kill either a child or an adult, but
it would force anybody that breathed it to
run outside. And one of the things that I’ve

heard—I don’t want to get into the details
of this because I don’t know—but one of the
things that they were speculating about today
was that the wind was blowing so fast that
the windows might have been opened and
some of the gas might have escaped, and that
may be why it didn’t have the desired effect.

They also knew, Sarah, that there was an
underground compound, a bus buried under-
ground, where the children could be sent.
I think they were hoping very much that if
the children were not released immediately
outside, that the humane thing would be
done and that the children would be sent
someplace where they could be protected.

In terms of the gas masks themselves, I
learned yesterday—I did not ask this fact
question before—that the gas was supposed
to stay active in the compound longer than
the gas masks themselves were to work. So
that it was thought that even if they all had
gas masks, that eventually the gas would
force them out in a nonviolent, nonshooting
circumstance.

Press Secretary Myers. Last question.
Q. Mr. President, why are you still saying

that——

Mass Suicide
Q. Could you tell us whether or not you

ever asked Janet Reno about the possibility
of a mass suicide? And when you learned
about the actual fire and explosion what went
through your mind during those horrendous
moments?

The President. What I asked Janet Reno
is if they had considered all the worst things
that could happen. And of course, the whole
issue of suicide had been raised in the pub-
lic—he had—that had been debated anyway.
And she said that the people who were most
knowledgeable about these kinds of issues
concluded that there was no greater risk of
that now than there would be tomorrow or
the next day or the day after that or at any-
time in the future. That was the judgment
they made. Whether they were right or
wrong, of course, we will never know.

What happened when I saw the fire, when
I saw the building burning? I was sick. I felt
terrible. And my immediate concern was
whether the children had gotten out, and
whether they were escaping or whether they
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were inside trying to burn themselves up.
That’s the first thing I wanted to know.

Thank you.

Responsibility for Waco Action
Q. Mr. President, why are you still saying

it was a Janet Reno decision? Isn’t it, in the
end, your decision?

The President. Well, what I’m saying is
that I didn’t have a 4- or 5-hour detailed
briefing from the FBI. I didn’t go over every
strategic part of it. It is a decision for which
I take responsibility. I’m the President of the
United States, and I signed off on the general
decision and giving her the authority to make
the last call. When I talked to her on Sunday,
some time had elapsed. She might have made
a decision to change her mind. I said, ‘‘If
you decide to go forward with this tomorrow,
I will support you.’’ And I do support her.

She is not ultimately responsible to the
American people; I am. But I think she has
conducted her duties in an appropriate fash-
ion, and she has dealt with this situation, I
think, as well as she could have.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President’s 12th news conference
began at 1:36 p.m. in the Rose Garden at the
White House.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to
Discussions With President Václav
Havel of the Czech Republic
April 20, 1993

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, President Havel is here

for the Holocaust Museum opening, and you
toured the museum last night. All this focus
on the Holocaust, how does that weigh on
your decisionmaking process as far as Bosnia
is concerned?

The President. Well, I think the Holo-
caust is the most extreme example the world
has ever known of ethnic cleansing. And I
think that even in its more limited manifesta-

tions, it’s an idea that should be opposed.
You couldn’t help thinking about that. That’s
not to compare the two examples. They’re
not identical. Everyone knows that. But I
think that the United States should always
seek an opportunity to stand up against—at
least to speak out against inhumanity.

Q. Sir, how close are you to a decision
on more sanctions on Bosnia?

The President. Well, of course, we’ve got
the U.N. vote. Ambassador Albright was in-
strumental in the U.N. vote to strengthen the
sanctions, and they are quite tough. And we
now are putting our heads at the business
of implementing them and looking at what
other options we ought to consider. And I
don’t have anything else to say, except to tell
you that I spent quite a bit of time on it
and will continue to over the next several
days.

Q. Following your meeting today, sir, are
you any closer to some sort of U.S. military
presence there?

The President. I have not made any deci-
sions.

[At this point, one group of reporters left the
room and another group entered.]

Meeting With President Havel

Q. President Clinton, why have you de-
cided to meet with Mr. Havel?

The President. Well, I’m just honored
that he would come and see me. I’m glad
he’s here in the United States for the dedica-
tion of the Holocaust Museum. He is a figure
widely admired in our country and around
the world and a very important person in Eu-
rope and a very important person to the
United States. So I’m hoping that we’ll have
a chance to talk about the new Czech Repub-
lic and what kinds of things we can do to-
gether to support the causes we believe in.

NOTE: The exchange began at 5 p.m. in the Oval
Office at the White House. A tape was not avail-
able for verification of the content of this ex-
change.
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Message to the Congress Reporting
on Budget Rescissions and Deferrals
April 20, 1993

To the Congress of the United States:
In accordance with the Congressional

Budget and Impoundment Control Act of
1974, I herewith report one proposed rescis-
sion in budget authority, totaling $180.0 mil-
lion, and one revised deferral of budget au-
thority, totaling $7.3 million.

The proposed rescission affects the Board
for International Broadcasting. The deferral
affects the Department of Health and
Human Services. The details of the proposed
rescission and the revised deferral are con-
tained in the attached reports.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 20, 1993.

Message to the Senate Transmitting
the Protocol to the International
Convention on Atlantic Tunas
April 20, 1993

To the Senate of the United States:
I transmit herewith, for the advice and

consent of the Senate to ratification, the Pro-
tocol adopted June 5, 1992, by the Con-
ference of Plenipotentiaries of the Contract-
ing Parties to the International Convention
for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas
(ICCAT) to amend paragraph 2 of Article X
of ICCAT. The Protocol was signed by the
United States on October 22, 1992. Also
transmitted for the information of the Senate
is the report of the Department of State with
respect to the Protocol.

The Protocol would amend the subject
Convention to modify the formula used to
calculate the budgetary obligations of the
parties to the Convention. The ICCAT,
which establishes a Commission to address
the conservation and management of highly
migratory fisheries stocks in the Atlantic
Ocean, has an accumulated debt of over
$700,000 due to the inability of some of its
very poor member states to meet their obli-
gations to contribute to the annual budget

of the Commission. At a Conference of Pleni-
potentiaries of the States Party to the Con-
vention, held in Madrid June 4 through 5,
1992, a Protocol was adopted which, along
with a new financial contribution scheme to
be set forth in the ICCAT Financial Regula-
tions, amends the Convention in such a way
as to reduce the contributions of the develop-
ing countries to make it easier for them to
meet their assessments. The Protocol and the
new financial contribution scheme will base
assessments on the GNP per capita and on
tuna production.

The Protocol amending the budget
scheme is necessary to ensure the continued
viability of ICCAT, which is responsible for
the conservation of highly migratory fisheries
stocks of great value to the United States.
Ratification by the United States will be nec-
essary before the Protocol can enter into
force. I recommend that the Senate give
early consideration to the Protocol and give
its advice and consent to ratification.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 20, 1993.

Message to the Senate Transmitting
the Protocol to the Environmental
Convention for the Caribbean
April 20, 1993

To the Senate of the United States:
I transmit herewith, for the advice and

consent of the Senate to ratification, the Pro-
tocol Concerning Specially Protected Areas
and Wildlife to the Convention for the Pro-
tection and Development of the Marine En-
vironment of the Wider Caribbean Region,
done at Kingston on January 18, 1990. In-
cluded for the information of the Senate is
a Procès-verbal of Rectification correcting
technical errors in the English and Spanish
language texts. I also transmit, for the infor-
mation of the Senate, the Annexes to the Pro-
tocol which were adopted at Kingston June
11, 1991, and the report of the Department
of State with respect to the Protocol.

The Protocol elaborates and builds on the
general obligation in the Convention for the
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Protection and Development of the Marine
Environment of the Wider Caribbean Re-
gion, which calls for parties to establish spe-
cially protected areas in order to protect and
preserve rare or fragile ecosystems, as well
as the habitats of threatened or endangered
species of fauna and flora. Species of plants
and animals that the parties believe require
international cooperation to provide ade-
quate protection are listed in three Annexes
developed in implementation of the Protocol.
The initial version of the Annexes was adopt-
ed in 1991. Annexes I and II list species of
special concern, including endangered and
threatened species, subspecies, and their
populations of plants (Annex I) and animals
(Annex II). Species included in these An-
nexes are to receive protection within the ge-
ographic area of the Protocol comparable to
that for species listed as endangered or
threatened under the Endangered Species
Act, or protected under the Marine Mammal
Protection Act. Annex III lists plants and ani-
mals requiring some management, but not
necessarily full protection.

The Protocol is considered a major step
forward in protecting wildlife and habitats of
special concern in the Caribbean. Early rati-
fication will demonstrate our continued com-
mitment to the goal of sound regional envi-
ronmental management and protection. I
recommend that the Senate give early and
favorable consideration to the Protocol and
give its advice and consent to ratification,
subject to the understanding and reservations
described in the accompanying report of the
Secretary of State.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 20, 1993.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting Reports on Highway
and Motor Vehicle Safety
April 20, 1993

To the Congress of the United States:
I transmit herewith the 1991 calendar year

reports as prepared by the Department of

Transportation on activities under the High-
way Safety Act and the National Traffic and
Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966, as amend-
ed (23 U.S.C. 401 note and 15 U.S.C. 1408).

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 20, 1993.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting the 1991 Report on
Federal Railroad Safety
April 20, 1993

To the Congress of the United States:
I transmit herewith the 1991 annual report

on the Administration of the Federal Rail-
road Safety Act of 1970, pursuant to section
211 of the Act (45 U.S.C. 440(a)).

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 20, 1993.

Nomination of Karen Nussbaum To
Be Director of the Women’s Bureau
April 20, 1993

The President will nominate Karen Nuss-
baum, who holds leadership positions in sev-
eral women’s and workers’ organizations, to
be Director of the Department of Labor’s
Women’s Bureau, the White House an-
nounced today. The Women’s Bureau is re-
sponsible for programs aimed at meeting the
needs of working women.

‘‘Karen Nussbaum has been organizing
working women for two decades,’’ said the
President. ‘‘She is uniquely qualified for this
important job.’’

NOTE: A biography of the nominee was made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.
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Remarks on Earth Day
April 21, 1993

Thank you very much, ladies and gentle-
men, for being here in the wonderful Botani-
cal Gardens. I must say there’s a lot I have
to learn about this town, as you can tell if
you follow events from day to day. And I
didn’t know that the Botanical Gardens was
a branch of the Congress until I showed up
here. [Laughter] Just one more thing I’m not
responsible for. I’m glad to be here.

I also think that we should introduce a
guest from another country who is here with
us, the Environmental Minister from Aus-
tralia, Roz Kelly. Would you stand up? We’re
glad to have you here.

Al Gore introduced Katie McGinty, and
you were all good enough to clap. And I don’t
know if you could hear through the clapping
that her parents are here. And what you may
not know is that the real reason we appointed
her is that she’s one of 10 children, and we’d
like to carry Pennsylvania in 1996. [Laughter]
We think that there’s a significant likelihood
now because of that.

I want to say a special word of thanks to
the Vice President for two things: first of all,
for the wonderful trip that he has just con-
cluded, going to Poland to represent our
country on the occasion of the 50th anniver-
sary of the Warsaw Uprising, and the won-
derful remarks he gave in New York on the
eve of that departure and the way that he
represented the United States in Poland. And
secondly, notwithstanding what he said in the
introduction, which was true, one of the rea-
sons I did ask him to join the ticket is that
he knew more about the subject of the envi-
ronment than I did, and I thought I had
something to learn from him. And I have
learned a great deal, and it has been an im-
mensely rewarding experience and one
which I hope will benefit the United States
in many ways over the course of the next
4 years. That’s worth clapping for. I agree
with that, Nancy, thank you. [Applause]

It’s a good thing to have this celebration
in the springtime, a time when our spirits
are renewed and we are reminded by nature
of new beginnings and forgotten beauty. This
has been an astonishingly beautiful spring in
Washington, DC, and something for which

I will always be grateful, my first springtime
here that I see every morning as I go out
and jog around in it and try to breath in it,
something that is a continuing challenge.
[Laughter]

A little more than a week ago, most Ameri-
cans celebrated holy days of freedom and re-
newal. Today, we still nurture the faith that
helps us to understand more clearly that we
can do better. This is a time of new begin-
nings, a time when there is anguish and anxi-
ety all around us, but we still must yearn once
again to succeed in our common purposes
to reach our deepest goals.

For all of our differences, I think there
is an overwhelming determination to change
our course, to offer more opportunity, to as-
sume more responsibility, to restore the larg-
er American community, and to achieve
things that are larger than ourselves and
more lasting than the present moment. We
seek to set our course by the star of age-
old values, not short-term expediencies; to
waste less in the present and provide more
for the future; to leave a legacy that keeps
faith with those who left the Earth to us. That
is the American spirit. It moves us not only
in great gatherings but also when we stand
silently all alone in the presence only of na-
ture and our Creator.

If there is one commitment that defines
our people, it is our devotion to the rich and
expansive land we have inherited. From the
first Americans to the present day, our peo-
ple have lived in awe of the power, the maj-
esty, and the beauty of the forest, the rivers,
and the streams of America. That love of the
land, which flows like a mighty current
through this land and through our character,
burst into service on the first Earth Day in
1970.

When I traveled the country last year, I
saw and spoke of how much had been accom-
plished by the environmental movement
since then and how much still remains to be
done. For all that has been done to protect
the air and the water, we haven’t halted the
destruction of wetlands at home and the rain
forest abroad. For all that has been learned,
we still struggle to comprehend such dangers
to our planet’s delicate environment as the
shroud of greenhouse gases and the dan-
gerous thinning of the ozone layer. We
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haven’t done nearly enough to protect our
forest communities from the hazards, such
as lead poisoning, which is believed to cause
mental retardation, learning disabilities, and
impaired growth.

Unless we act and act now, we face a fu-
ture where our planet will be home to 9 bil-
lion people within our lifetime, but its capac-
ity to support and sustain our lives will be
very much diminished. Unless we act, we
face the extinction of untold numbers of spe-
cies that might support our livelihoods and
provide medication to save our very lives.
Unless we act now, we face a future in which
the sun may scorch us, not warm us; where
the change of season may take on a dreadful
new meaning; and where our children’s chil-
dren will inherit a planet far less hospitable
than the world in which we came of age. I
have a faith that we will act, not from fear
but from hope and through vision.

All across this country, there is a deep un-
derstanding rooted in our religious heritage
and renewed in the spirit of this time that
the bounty of nature is not ours to waste.
It is a gift from God that we hold in trust
for future generations. Preserving our herit-
age, enhancing it, and passing it along is a
great purpose worthy of a great people. If
we seize the opportunity and shoulder the
responsibility, we can enrich the future and
ennoble our own lives.

Just as we yearn to come together as a peo-
ple, we yearn to move beyond the false
choices that the last few years have imposed
upon us. For too long we have been told that
we have to choose between the economy and
the environment, between our jobs, between
our obligations to our own people and our
responsibilities to the future and to the rest
of the world, between public action and pri-
vate economy.

I am here today in the hope that we can
together take a different course of action, to
offer a new set of challenges to our people.
Our environmental program is based on
three principles.

First, we think you can’t have a healthy
economy without a healthy environment. We
need not choose between breathing clean air
and bringing home secure paychecks. The
fact is, our environmental problems result
not from robust growth but from reckless

growth. The fact is that only a prosperous
society can have the confidence and the
means to protect its environment. And the
fact is healthy communities and environ-
mentally sound products and services do best
in today’s economic competition. That’s why
our policies must protect our environment,
promote economic growth, and provide mil-
lions of new high-skill, high-wage jobs.

Second, we want to protect the environ-
ment at home and abroad. In an era of global
economics, global epidemics, and global en-
vironmental hazards, a central challenge of
our time is to promote our national interest
in the context of its connectedness with the
rest of the world. We share our atmosphere,
our planet, our destiny with all the peoples
of this world. And the policies I outline today
will protect all of us because that is the only
way we can protect any of us.

And third, we must move beyond the an-
tagonisms among business, Government, and
individual citizens. The policies I outlined
today are part of our effort to reinvent Gov-
ernment, to make it your partner and not
your overseer, to lead by example and not
by bureaucratic fiat.

In the face of great challenges, we need
a Government that not only guards against
the worst in us but helps to bring out the
best in us. I know we can do this because
our administration includes the best team of
environmental policy makers who have ever
served the United States: the Vice President,
Interior Secretary Babbitt, EPA Adminis-
trator Browner—and I hope that the EPA
will soon, by the grace of Congress, be a Cab-
inet-level Department—and Energy Sec-
retary O’Leary, Commerce Secretary Brown,
Transportation Secretary Peña, the Agri-
culture Secretary Mike Espy, our Environ-
mental Policy Director Katie McGinty, and
our Science and Technology Adviser Jack
Gibbons. All of them share an unshakable
commitment to a healthy environment, a
growing economy, and a responsive Govern-
ment.

Our economic plan will create new job op-
portunities and new business opportunities,
protecting our natural environment. The re-
ductions in the interest rates which we have
seen already will free up tens of billions of
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dollars for responsible investments in this
year alone.

The jobs package I have asked the Con-
gress to pass contains—this has hardly been
noticed, but it actually contains green jobs
from waste water treatment to energy effi-
ciency, to the restoration of our national
parks, to investments in new technologies de-
signed to create the means by which we can
solve the problems of the future and create
more jobs for Americans.

Our long-term strategy invests more in
pollution prevention, energy efficiency, in
solar energy, in renewable energy, and envi-
ronmental restoration, and water treatment,
all of which can be found in the 5-year budg-
et that we have presented to the Congress.

These investments will create tens of thou-
sands of new jobs, and they will save tens
of thousands more. Because when we save
energy and resources, we will have more to
invest in creating new jobs and providing bet-
ter living standards. Today every other ad-
vanced nation is more energy efficient than
we are. That is one of the reasons why over
the last couple of years, for example, the av-
erage German factory worker has come to
make over 20 percent more than his Amer-
ican counterpart; that German workers,
while having higher wages, also have more
secure and better health care. That’s because
that economy uses one-half the energy we
do to produce the same amount of goods.
We can do better, and we will.

I believe we can develop the know-how
to out-conserve and out-compete anyone else
on Earth. All over the world, people are buy-
ing products that help them to protect their
environment. There’s a $200 billion market
today for environmental technologies, and by
the turn-of-the-decade and the century, it
will be $300 billion.

Let me just share one example with you.
Something we all know and use and some-
thing some of us are still trying to learn how
to replace: light bulbs. Long-lasting, energy-
saving light bulbs didn’t even exist in 1985.
Now American companies sell over $500 mil-
lion worth of these products, with sales ex-
pected to reach $2 billion by 1995 and $10
billion by the year 2000, creating thousands
of new jobs. American scientists have taken
the lead in developing these technologies,

and it’s time to help our companies take the
lead in bringing our products and services
to market.

I’ve asked the Energy Department, the
Commerce Department, and the EPA to as-
sess current environmental technologies and
create a strategic plan to give our companies
the trade development, promotional efforts,
and technical assistance they need to turn
these advances into jobs here in America, as
well as to help promote a better environ-
ment. America can maintain our lead in the
world economy by taking the lead to preserve
the world environment.

Last year, the nations of the world came
together at the Earth Summit in Rio to try
to find a way to protect the miraculous diver-
sity of plant and animal life all across the
planet. The biodiversity treaty which resulted
had some flaws, and we all knew that. But
instead of fixing them, the United States
walked away from the treaty. That left us out
of a treaty that is critically important not only
to our future but to the future of the world,
and not only because of what it will do to
preserve species but because of opportunities
it offers for cutting-edge companies whose
research creates new medicines, new prod-
ucts, and new jobs.

Again, just one recent example makes the
point. A tree that was thought to have no
value, the Pacific Yew, used to be bulldozed
and burned. Now we know that that tree con-
tains one of our most promising potential
cures for ovarian cancer, breast cancer, and
other forms of cancer. We cannot walk away
from challenges like those presented by the
biodiversity treaty. We must step up to them.

Our administration has worked with busi-
ness and environmental groups toward an
agreement that protects both American in-
terests and the world environment. And
today, I am proud to announce the United
States’ intention to sign the biodiversity
treaty.

This is an example of what you can do by
bringing business and environmentalists to-
gether, instead of pitting them against each
other. We can move forward to protect criti-
cal natural resources and critical tech-
nologies. I’m also directing the State Depart-
ment to move ahead with our talks with other
countries which have signed the convention
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so that the United States can move as quickly
as possible toward ratification.

To learn more about where we stand in
protecting all our biological resources here
at home, I’m asking the Interior Department
to create a national biological survey to help
us protect endangered species and, just as
importantly, to help the agricultural and bio-
technical industries of our country identify
new sources of food, fiber, and medication.

We also must take the lead in addressing
the challenge of global warming that could
make our planet and its climate less hos-
pitable and more hostile to human life.
Today, I reaffirm my personal and announce
our Nation’s commitment to reducing our
emissions of greenhouse gases to their 1990
levels by the year 2000.

I am instructing my administration to
produce a cost-effective plan by August that
can continue the trend of reduced emission.
This must be a clarion call, not for more bu-
reaucracy or regulation or unnecessary costs
but, instead, for American ingenuity and cre-
ativity, to produce the best and most energy-
efficient technology.

After the cold war, we face the challenge
of helping Russia achieve a healthy democ-
racy, a healthy economy, and a healthy envi-
ronment. Our Russian aid package includes
$38 million to clean up pollution and pro-
mote better uses of energy. As with the full
range of our investments in Russia, this is
truly an investment not only in promoting
our own values but in protecting our national
security. To protect the environment at home
and abroad, I am committed to a Govern-
ment that leads by example, brings people
together, and brings out the best in everyone.
For too long our Government did more to
inflame environmental issues than to solve
them. Different Agencies pursued conflicting
policies. National leaders polarized people.
And problems wound up in the courts or in
the streets instead of being solved.

We seek to bring a new spirit to these dif-
ficult issues. Three weeks ago in Portland,
Oregon, we brought together business peo-
ple, timber workers, and environmentalists
from throughout the Northwest to discuss
how best to preserve jobs and to protect the
old-growth forests and the species which in-
habit them. People sat down in a conference

room, not a court room, and in the words
of Archbishop Thomas Murphy of Seattle, we
tried to find common ground for a common
good. At the close of that forest conference,
I asked my Cabinet and our entire adminis-
tration to begin work immediately to craft
a balanced, comprehensive long-term policy
that is also comprehensible.

Before I ask our companies and our com-
munities and our families to meet any chal-
lenge, it seems to me we have to set that
standard for the Government. The American
people are entitled to know where the
United States stands on this issue and many
other issues. And it is time to bring an end
to the time when issues like this wind up
in court and there are five different positions
from the United States Government itself.
We can never solve problems in that fashion.
We can only undermine the security and sta-
bility of people’s lives.

That’s one reason I am proud that yester-
day the United States Army announced its
plan to clean up a large number of sites
where we learned recently that chemical
weapons materials may be buried, in some
places from as long ago as World War I.
Working with the EPA, the Army will clean
up this problem safely and in an environ-
mentally sound manner.

This is a legacy of America’s efforts to de-
fend our people and the community of free
nations. Now, we are taking steps to defend
our people and our environment and the en-
vironment of the world. In that same spirit,
I plan to sign an Executive order requiring
Federal facilities that manufacture, process,
or use toxic chemicals, to comply with the
Federal right-to-know laws and publicly re-
port what they are doing.

I might add that it is time that the United
States Government begins to live under the
laws it makes for other people. With this Ex-
ecutive order, I ask all Federal facilities to
set a voluntary goal to reducing their release
of toxic pollutants by 50 percent by 1999.
This will reduce toxic releases, control costs
associated with cleanups, and promote clean
technologies. And it will help make our Gov-
ernment what it should be, a positive exam-
ple for the rest of the country.
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Poor neighborhoods in our cities suffer
most often from toxic pollution. Cleaning up
the toxic wastes will create new jobs in these
neighborhoods for those people and make
them safer places to live, to work, and to do
business.

Today, I am also signing an Executive
order that directs Federal Agencies to make
preliminary changes in their purchasing poli-
cies, to use fewer substances harmful to the
ozone layer. Here, too, we must put our ac-
tions where our values are. Our Government
is a leading purchaser of goods and services.
And it’s time to stop not only the waste of
taxpayers’ money but the waste of our natural
resources.

Today I am signing an Executive order
which commits the Federal Government to
buy thousands more American made vehi-
cles, using clean, domestic fuels such as natu-
ral gas, ethanol, methanol, and electric
power. This will reduce our demand for for-
eign oil, reduce air pollution, promote prom-
ising technologies, promote American com-
panies, create American jobs, and save Amer-
ican tax dollars. To demonstrate my commit-
ment to this issue, Energy Secretary O’Leary
is creating a task force led by the land com-
missioner of Texas, Gary Mauro, who is here
in the audience today, who has headed a suc-
cessful effort in his own State. I hope we
can do as well in America as they have done
in Texas.

In that same spirit, I plan to sign an Execu-
tive order committing every Agency of the
National Government to do more than ever
to buy and use recycled products. This will
provide a market for new technologies, make
better use of recycled materials, and encour-
age the creation of new products that can
be offered to the Government, to private
companies, and to consumers. And again, it
will create jobs through the recycling proc-
ess.

We must keep finding new ways to be a
force for positive change. For example, the
Federal Government is the largest purchaser
of computer equipment in the world, and
computers are the fastest growing area of
electricity use. That’s why I am also signing
an Executive order today requiring the Fed-
eral Government to purchase energy-effi-
cient computers. We’re going to expand the

market for a technology where America pio-
neered and still leads the world, and we’ll
save energy, saving the taxpayers $40 million
a year, and set an example for our country
and for the world.

For as long as I live and work in the White
House, I want Americans to see it not only
as a symbol of clean Government but also
a clean environment. That’s why I’m an-
nouncing an energy and environmental audit
of the White House. We’re going to identify
what it takes to make the White House a
model for efficiency and waste reduction. It
might mean fewer memos and less paper.
[Laughter] And then we’re going to get the
job done. I want to make the White House
a model for other Federal Agencies, for State
and local governments, for business, and for
families in their homes. Before I ask you to
do the best you can in your house, I ought
to make sure I’m doing the best I can in
my house.

I ask that all of us today reaffirm our will-
ingness to assume responsibility for our com-
mon environment and to do it willingly,
hopefully, and joyously. We are challenged
here today not so much to sacrifice as to cele-
brate and create. I’ve challenged Americans
who are young in years or young in spirit
to offer their time and their talent to serve
their communities and their country. I’ve
asked them to help in teaching our children,
healing the sick, policing our streets.

But equally important are efforts to pro-
tect our environment, from our largest cities
to our smallest towns to our suburbs. Our
National Service Plan will ask thousands of
Americans to do their part, from leading re-
cycling drives to preventing lead poisoning.

The challenge to shoulder responsibility
and seize opportunity extends to each of us
in businesses, communities, and homes. In
our own lives, in our own ways, each of us
has something to offer to the work of clean-
ing up America’s environment. And each of
us surely has something very personal to gain.

On a colder day in the middle of winter,
just 3 months ago, a poet asked us to cele-
brate not only the marvelous diversity of our
people but the miraculous bounty of our
land. ‘‘Here on the pulse of this new day,’’
Maya Angelou challenged us to look at, ‘‘the
rock, the river, the tree, your country.’’ Now,
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it is a season of new hope and new begin-
nings. And as we look anew at our neighbors,
our children, and our own communities, as
well as the world around us, we must seize
the possibilities inherent in this exhilarating
moment, to face our challenges, to exercise
our responsibilities, and to rejoice in them.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:50 a.m. at the
U.S. Botanic Gardens.

Remarks at a Reception Honoring
the Opening of the United States
Holocaust Memorial Museum
April 21, 1993

Thank you so much for that magnificent
statement and for the kind introduction. La-
dies and gentlemen, Hillary and I, and the
Vice President and Mrs. Gore are deeply
honored to welcome all of you here to the
White House this afternoon to mark the
opening of the United States Holocaust Me-
morial Museum.

All of us are honored to be joined by the
heads of state of so many distinguished na-
tions: of Israel and Portugal, Croatia and Ro-
mania, Bulgaria and Hungary, Poland, Slove-
nia, the Czech Republic, the Slovak Repub-
lic, Albania and Moldova. These fine people,
as you heard, and I had a lot of conversations
this afternoon and we are a little late, and
for that I apologize. I do want to say that
for a while some of my friends in the audi-
ence were speculating, as Mandy had to
stand up and sing again and again, that I was
really testing the proposition that he has not
only the best voice but the strongest lungs
in the United States of America.

This afternoon I was interrupted on a cou-
ple of occasions to go back and work with
the Congress in our attempt to create more
jobs for the American people, but I spent
a great deal of time talking to these world
leaders about things that concern us all and
that are very relevant to the occasion which
has brought all of you here today. I was hon-
ored to see the President of Israel on this
day when we announce the resumption of
peace talks in the Middle East starting next
week. We know this is the beginning, not

the end of the process; but what a fine day
it is to begin.

I was honored to talk with the leaders of
these other nations about things of profound
concern to the Jewish community in Amer-
ica. How can we keep democracy alive in
Russia and the other republics of the former
Soviet Union and throughout Eastern Eu-
rope? How can we stand against the awful
principle of ethnic cleansing which has too
much currency in the world today, given the
experiences of so many people in a world
so recently gone by?

I want to thank Benjamin Meed, not only
for what he said but for what he has done.
I want to thank Bud Meyerhoff and Bill
Lowenberg who made a very significant con-
tribution to this week’s events through their
services as Chair and Vice-Chair of the Mu-
seum Council. I understand that we have
here in this audience two half-siblings of
Raoul Wallenberg: Nina Lager and Guy von
Dardel. And I want to recognize them and
all the rest of you whose generosity and dedi-
cation and determination never to forget has
helped make this day a reality. I want to rec-
ognize the members of the Cabinet and the
distinguished Members of the United States
Congress who are here and thank them for
their presence and their dedication. Finally,
there are many friends of the Gores and the
Clintons who are here tonight whom I’ve not
seen since the election. And I want to thank
you and say that we’re going to take more
time shaking hands on the way out than we
did on the way in, and I hope we’ll be able
to see all of you.

We’ve gathered here to mark the opening
of this Holocaust Museum. We do so to help
ensure that the Holocaust will remain ever
a sharp thorn in every national memory, but
especially in the memory of the United
States, which has such unique responsibilities
at this moment in history. We do so to re-
deem in some small measure the deaths of
millions whom our nations did not, or would
not, or could not save. We do so to help teach
new generations the dangers of antidemo-
cratic despots, racist ideologies, and ethnic
hatreds.

Late Monday night, I walked through the
museum with the museum’s Director,
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Jeshajahu Weinberg. He did a brilliant job
of telling me about the incredible work in
the relatively brief time of 2 hours and 10
minutes. And I say that in all seriousness.
When the Vice President went through the
museum, he said, if you go back there you
ought to allow at least 2 hours so that you
can really absorb what you will see and feel.
I can personally now attest to how darkly it
teaches and how deeply it moves all who step
inside with their ears, their eyes, and their
hearts open. It is the testament not only to
the worst and most depraved examples of
human conduct but also to the best, the brav-
est, and the most loving in the human soul.
I hope that all of you who are here and all
of the many visitors who come to Washington
from now on will take the opportunity to visit
and be touched by this wonderful place.

Many of the leaders who join us today are
from countries now making bold transitions
toward democracy, as I have said. As a Nation
that’s been struggling with it for more than
200 years now, we understand some of the
challenges of that transition. Even after 200
years there are parts of it we have trouble
getting right. The Holocaust Museum will
stand as a stark reminder that, of the many
tasks of democracy, the most imperative per-
haps, are those of fostering tolerance for eth-
nic and religious and racial differences, of
fostering religious freedom and individual
right and civic responsibility; each of us to
take responsibility for the welfare of all of
us.

The event we have joined to commemo-
rate is one of immeasurable sorrow; yet today
we speak of hope, as others have said. For
while the faces pictured within the museum
remind us of the worst of an old Europe,
the faces I see within this tent suggest the
best of a new Europe and a new world: a
Europe no longer divided by ideology, no
longer braced for all-consuming war, where
freedom is replacing repression, where peo-
ple can devote less of their resources to prep-
aration for hostilities and more for invest-
ment for prosperity. We know, of course, that
the new Europe is not yet free of old cruel-
ties and that contemporary horrors like the
slaughter of innocents in Bosnia have not dis-
appeared. Indeed, one of the eternal lessons
to which this museum bears strong witness

is that the struggle against darkness will
never end and the need for vigilance will
never fade away.

Still, we have grounds to hope that the
seeds of democracy in Europe will one day
soon bear the fruit of a more peaceful civic
culture in which neighbor no longer lifts up
sword against neighbor, within countries or
across national borders. Our own people
have long waited and too often have had to
fight for that kind of Europe. Now that these
historic transitions are underway, I want you
to know that the United States will remain
fully engaged in Europe and in its transitions
toward a new and better future. For, as we
vow never to forget the dark days of a half-
century ago when all humanity fell apart, we
can also celebrate in this event the process
of coming together by rededicating ourselves
to making sure that the process works, that
this time all of us will get it right. It is a
coming together of Israel and those nations
that saw much of the worst persecution of
the Jews. A coming together of Western Eu-
rope and Central Europe and Eastern Eu-
rope and, indeed, the first coming together
of those regions ever as democratic states.
It is a coming together among free peoples
determined to confront and remember the
horrors that befell past generations so that
we can create a world of justice and peace
for our generation and for the children to
come.

I thank all of you for coming here today.
But more than that, I thank you for living
the lives that brought you here today. God
bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6:43 p.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to entertainer Mandy Patinkin and
Benjamin Meed, president, American Gathering
of Jewish Holocaust Survivors.

Exchange With Reporters en Route
to the Blair House
April 21, 1993

Stimulus Package
Q. Mr. President, any reaction to the——
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The President. Well, I’m disappointed.
But I knew when I came here that we’d have
to change some things in Washington and
that the American people won’t be surprised,
I guess, to think that a minority of one House
could keep several hundred thousand people
out of work this year. I think it’s a mistake,
but I’m not done. I’m going to come back
next week and regroup and go forward.

We’ve had a real good success getting our
budget plan through. We’ve kept interest
rates down. There’s going to be $100 billion
in refinancing this year as a result of that.
So I think that things are going basically in
the right direction, but I’m very disappointed
about this. And frankly, I’m a little surprised
about it. It doesn’t make a lot of sense. A
lot of the Republican Senators told me they
wanted us to work something out, and I went
out of my way to meet them halfway, and
then some. I don’t know. But I just think
that we’ve got to keep fighting for jobs.

I think it’s so easy for people who are here,
who have not been out in the country, who
make these decisions, who all have jobs, to
be willing to pay for unemployment but not
want to invest in employment, not want to
put people to work. And I just think we’ve
got to keep fighting for it. So next week I’ll
regroup and try to do something else.

Q. What do you come back with next
week?

The President. I don’t know. We’ll see.
This country went in one direction solid for
more than a decade. I’ve been here about
90 days; it’s going to take a little while to
turn it around. But I’m not too disheartened.
I’m disappointed in this particular thing and
surprised by it, genuinely surprised, but I
think we can regroup and go forward.

Q. If you can’t get a $16-billion stimulus
package through Congress, what does it say
for some of your more ambitious proposals,
health care reform and a price tag that that
carries with it?

The President. Well, we’ll just have to
see. I think that depends on, always, whether
there is a majority for a proposition and then
whether the minority will keep it from even
being voted on. I think the American people
need to know that we had a majority in both
Houses of Congress, but the minority kept

the issue from being voted on. I feel pretty
good about it.

We passed the budget resolution, and we
got the 60 votes necessary to break the de-
bate in the Senate there, so I think we’ve
got a real shot at a lot of reform. But it’s
going to be hard. And as I said, look at what’s
happened in the last 12 years: the deficit goes
up, jobs go down, and no investment in our
people. Congress passes laws it doesn’t live
under. We’re trying to change this. And a
lot of the Members of Congress have been
willing to support this process of reform. This
is, I hope and believe, an aberration where
a minority stubbornly refused to let an issue
get voted on. I’m just not going to be discour-
aged by it; we’re just going to go on.

Q. Let me ask you, when you come back
next week, are you coming back with a
scaled-down jobs bill or what are you——

The Vice President. Stay tuned.
The President. I’ve got to talk to a lot

of people, see where we are, and go forward.
We’ve got lots of other issues we need to
put out there in the Congress and, you know,
we may not win them all. But I’m going to
keep fighting for jobs. I’m going to wake up
tomorrow knowing that I’m waging a fight
to put the American people back to work and
lift this economy up, and that’s what I was
hired to do. I’m just going to keep doing it.

Q. Is this a pretty big defeat for you, Mr.
President? Isn’t this a big defeat?

The President. Not a big defeat. For me,
it’s a big disappointment to the hundreds of
thousands of Americans who would have had
jobs. But I don’t have to explain it; I fought
for it. The people who have voted for this
sort of spending repeatedly to help other
countries and wouldn’t do it to help their
own folks and did it when the deficit was
going up, and I’m bringing the deficit down,
they may have to explain some things, but
that’s the way Washington’s worked for too
long. We’re going to lift this thing up and
change it. We’ve just got to get people fo-
cused on the American people and their
needs and put aside all the petty politics and
all the maneuvering and start thinking about
what’s best for the American people. I think
we can change it, and I’m upbeat about it.
We’ve just been here 90 days. And basically,
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the big part of the plan, the budget resolution
passed; we’ve just got to keep fighting it.

NOTE: The exchange began at 7:42 p.m. in the
North Portico at the White House. A tape was
not available for verification of the content of this
exchange.

Executive Order 12843—
Procurement Requirements and
Policies for Federal Agencies for
Ozone-Depleting Substances
April 21, 1993

Whereas, the essential function of the
stratospheric ozone layer is shielding the
Earth from dangerous ultraviolet radiation;
and

Whereas, the production and consump-
tion of substances that cause the depletion
of stratospheric ozone are being rapidly
phased out on a worldwide basis with the
support and encouragement of the United
States; and

Whereas, the Montreal Protocol on Sub-
stances that Deplete the Ozone Layer, to
which the United States is a signatory, calls
for a phaseout of the production and con-
sumption of these substances; and

Whereas, the Federal Government, as
one of the principal users of these sub-
stances, is able through affirmative procure-
ment practices to reduce significantly the use
of these substances and to provide leadership
in their phaseout; and

Whereas, the use of alternative sub-
stances and new technologies to replace
these ozone-depleting substances may con-
tribute positively to the economic competi-
tiveness on the world market of U.S. manu-
facturers of these innovative safe alternatives:

Now, Therefore, I, William Jefferson
Clinton, by the authority vested in me as
President by the Constitution and the laws
of the United States of America, including
the 1990 amendments to the Clean Air Act
(‘‘Clean Air Act Amendments’’), Public Law
101–549, and in order to reduce the Federal
Government’s procurement and use of sub-
stances that cause stratospheric ozone deple-
tion, do hereby order as follows:

Section 1. Federal Agencies. Federal
agencies shall, to the extent practicable:

(a) conform their procurement regulations
and practices to the policies and require-
ments of Title VI of the Clean Air Act
Amendments, which deal with stratospheric
ozone protection;

(b) maximize the use of safe alternatives
to ozone-depleting substances;

(c) evaluate the present and future uses
of ozone-depleting substances, including
making assessments of existing and future
needs for such materials and evaluate their
use of and plans for recycling;

(d) revise their procurement practices and
implement cost-effective programs both to
modify specifications and contracts that re-
quire the use of ozone-depleting substances
and to substitute non-ozone-depleting sub-
stances to the extent economically prac-
ticable; and

(e) exercise leadership, develop exemplary
practices, and disseminate information on
successful efforts in phasing out ozone-de-
pleting substances.

Sec. 2. Definitions. (a) ‘‘Federal agency’’
means any executive department, military
department, or independent agency within
the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 101, 102, or 104(1),
respectively.

(b) ‘‘Procurement’’ and ‘‘acquisition’’ are
used interchangeably to refer to the proc-
esses through which Federal agencies pur-
chase products and services.

(c) ‘‘Procurement regulations, policies and
procedures’’ encompasses the complete ac-
quisition process, including the generation of
product descriptions by individuals respon-
sible for determining which substances must
be acquired by the agency to meet its mis-
sion.

(d) ‘‘Ozone-depleting substances’’ means
the substances controlled internationally
under the Montreal Protocol and nationally
under Title VI of the Clean Air Act Amend-
ments. This includes both Class I and Class
II substances as follows:

(i) ‘‘Class I substance’’ means any sub-
stance designated as Class I in the Federal
Register notice of July 30, 1992 (57 Fed. Reg.
33753), including chlorofluorocarbons,
halons, carbon tetrachloride, and methyl
chloroform and any other substance so des-
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ignated by the Environmental Protection
Agency (‘‘EPA’’) by regulation at a later date;
and

(ii) ‘‘Class II substance’’ means any sub-
stance designated as Class II in the Federal
Register notice of July 30, 1992 (57 Fed. Reg.
33753), including hydrochlorofluorocarbons
and any other substances so designated by
EPA by regulation at a later date.

(e) ‘‘Recycling’’ is used to encompass re-
covery and reclamation, as well as the reuse
of controlled substances.

Sec. 3. Policy. It is the policy of the Fed-
eral Government that Federal agencies: (i)
implement cost-effective programs to mini-
mize the procurement of materials and sub-
stances that contribute to the depletion of
stratospheric ozone; and (ii) give preference
to the procurement of alternative chemicals,
products, and manufacturing processes that
reduce overall risks to human health and the
environment by lessening the depletion of
ozone in the upper atmosphere. In imple-
menting this policy, prior to final promulga-
tion of EPA regulations on Federal procure-
ment, Federal agencies shall begin conform-
ing their procurement policies to the general
requirements of Title VI of the Clean Air
Act Amendments by:

(a) minimizing, where economically prac-
ticable, the procurement of products contain-
ing or manufactured with Class I substances
in anticipation of the phaseout schedule to
be promulgated by EPA for Class I sub-
stances, and maximizing the use of safe alter-
natives. In developing their procurement
policies, agencies should be aware of the
phaseout schedule for Class II substances;

(b) amending existing contracts, to the ex-
tent permitted by law and where practicable,
to be consistent with the phaseout schedules
for Class I substances. In awarding contracts,
agencies should be aware of the phaseout
schedule for Class II substances in awarding
contracts;

(c) implementing policies and practices
that recognize the increasingly limited avail-
ability of Class I substances as production
levels capped by the Montreal Protocol de-
cline until final phaseout. Such practices shall
include, but are not limited to:

(i) reducing emissions and recycling
ozone-depleting substances;

(ii) ceasing the purchase of nonessential
products containing or manufactured with
ozone-depleting substances; and

(iii) requiring that new contracts provide
that any acquired products containing or
manufactured with Class I or Class II sub-
stances be labeled in accordance with section
611 of the Clean Air Act Amendments.

Sec. 4. Responsibilities. Not later than 6
months after the effective date of this Execu-
tive order, each Federal agency, where fea-
sible, shall have in place practices that, where
economically practicable, minimize the pro-
curement of Class I substances. Agencies also
shall be aware of the phaseout schedule for
Class II substances. Agency practices may in-
clude, but are not limited to:

(a) altering existing equipment and/or pro-
cedures to make use of safe alternatives;

(b) specifying the use of safe alternatives
and of goods and services, where available,
that do not require the use of Class I sub-
stances in new procurements and that limit
the use of Class II substances consistent with
section 612 of the Clean Air Act Amend-
ments; and

(c) amending existing contracts, to the ex-
tent permitted by law and where practicable,
to require the use of safe alternatives.

Sec. 5. Reporting Requirements. Not later
than 6 months after the effective date of this
Executive order, each Federal agency shall
submit to the Office of Management and
Budget a report regarding the implementa-
tion of this order. The report shall include
a certification by each agency that its regula-
tions and procurement practices are being
amended to comply with this order.

Sec. 6. Exceptions. Exceptions to compli-
ance with this Executive order may be made
in accordance with section 604 of the Clean
Air Act Amendments and with the provisions
of the Montreal Protocol.

Sec. 7. Effective Date. This Executive
order is effective 30 days after the date of
issuance. Although full implementation of
this order must await revisions to the Federal
Acquisition Regulations (‘‘FAR’’), it is ex-
pected that Federal agencies will take all ap-
propriate actions in the interim to implement
those aspects of the order that are not de-
pendent upon regulatory revision.
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Sec. 8. Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Councils. Pursuant to section 6(a) of the Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act, as
amended, 41 U.S.C. 405(a), the Defense Ac-
quisition Regulatory Council and the Civilian
Agency Acquisition Council shall ensure that
the policies established herein are incor-
porated in the FAR within 180 days from
the date this order is issued.

Sec. 9. Judicial Review. This order does
not create any right or benefit, substantive
or procedural, enforceable by a non-Federal
party against the United States, its officers
or employees, or any other person.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 21, 1993.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
10:18 a.m., April 22, 1993]

NOTE: This Executive order was published in the
Federal Register on April 23.

Executive Order 12844—Federal
Use of Alternative Fueled Vehicles
April 21, 1993

By the authority vested in me as President
by the Constitution and the laws of the
United States of America, including the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act, as amend-
ed (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq.), the Motor Vehi-
cle Information and Cost Savings Act, as
amended (15 U.S.C. 1901 et seq.), the En-
ergy Policy Act of 1992 (Public Law 102–
486), and section 301 of title 3, United States
Code, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Federal Leadership and Goals.
The use of alternative fueled motor vehicles
can, in some applications, substantially re-
duce pollutants in the atmosphere, create sig-
nificant domestic economic activity and stim-
ulate jobs creation, utilize domestic fuel
sources as defined by the Energy Policy Act
of 1992, and reduce vehicle maintenance
costs.

Moreover, Federal action can provide a
significant market impetus for the develop-
ment and manufacture of alternative fueled
vehicles, and for the expansion of the fueling
infrastructure necessary to support large

numbers of privately owned alternative
fueled vehicles.

The Federal Government can exercise
leadership in the use of alternative fueled ve-
hicles. To that end, each agency shall adopt
aggressive plans to substantially exceed the
alternative fueled vehicle purchase require-
ments established by the Energy Policy Act
of 1992.

Sec. 2. Alternative Fueled Vehicle Re-
quirements. The Federal Government shall
acquire, subject to the availability of funds
and considering life cycle costs, alternative
fueled vehicles in numbers that exceed by
50 percent the requirements for 1993
through 1995 set forth in the Energy Policy
Act of 1992. The Federal fleet vehicle acqui-
sition program shall be structured with the
objectives of: (a) continued reduction in the
incremental cost associated with specific ve-
hicle and fuel combinations; (b) long-term
movement toward increasing availability of
alternative fueled vehicles produced as
standard manufacturers’ models; and (c)
minimizing life cycle costs in the acquisition
of alternative fueled vehicles. In addition,
there is established, for a period not to ex-
ceed 1 year, the Federal Fleet Conversion
Task Force, a Federal interagency imple-
mentation committee to be constituted by
the Secretary of Energy, in consultation with
a Task Force Chairman to be named by the
President. The Task Force will advise on the
implementation of this Executive order. The
Task Force will issue a public report within
90 days setting forth a recommended plan
and schedule of implementation and, no later
than 1 year from the date of this order, in
cooperation with the Secretary of Energy,
file a report on the status of the conversion
effort.

Sec. 3. Alternative Fueled Vehicle Acquisi-
tion Assistance. Within available appropria-
tions, and as required by the Energy Policy
Act of 1992, the Secretary of Energy shall
provide assistance to other agencies that ac-
quire alternative fueled vehicles. This assist-
ance includes payment of incremental costs
of alternative fueled vehicles, including any
incremental costs associated with acquisition
and disposal. All vehicles, whether conver-
sions or purchases as original equipment
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manufacturer models, shall comply with all
applicable Federal and State emissions and
safety standards, consistent with those re-
quirements placed on original equipment
manufacturers, including years and mileage.

Sec. 4. Alternative Fueled Vehicle Pur-
chase and Use Incentives. The Administrator
of the General Services Administration, to
the extent allowed by law, may provide in-
centives to purchase alternative fueled vehi-
cles, including priority processing of procure-
ment requests, and, with the Secretary of En-
ergy, provide any other technical or adminis-
trative assistance aimed at accelerating the
purchase and use of Federal alternative
fueled vehicles.

Sec. 5. Cooperation with Industry and
State and Local Authorities on Alternative
Fueled Vehicle Refueling Capabilities. The
Secretary of Energy shall coordinate Federal
planning and siting efforts with private indus-
try fuel suppliers, and with State and local
governments, to ensure that adequate private
sector refueling capabilities exist or will exist
wherever Federal fleet alternative fueled ve-
hicles are sited. Each agency’s fleet managers
are expected to work with appropriate orga-
nizations at their respective locations on ini-
tiatives to promote alternative fueled vehicle
use.

Sec. 6. Reporting. The head of each agen-
cy shall report annually to the Secretary of
Energy on actions and progress under this
order, consistent with guidance provided by
the Secretary. The Secretary shall prepare a
consolidated annual report to the President
and to the Congress on the implementation
of this order. As part of the report, the Sec-
retary and the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall complete a thor-
ough, objective evaluation of alternative
fueled vehicles. The evaluation shall consider
operating and acquisition costs, fuel econ-
omy, maintenance, and other factors as ap-
propriate.

Sec. 7. Definitions. For the purpose of this
order, the terms ‘‘agency’’ and ‘‘alternative
fueled vehicle’’ have the same meanings
given such terms in sections 151 and 301 of
the Energy Policy Act of 1992, respectively.

Sec. 8. Exceptions. The Secretary of De-
fense, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the
Attorney General, consistent with the na-

tional security and protective and law en-
forcement activities of their respective agen-
cies, shall determine the extent to which the
requirements of this order apply to the na-
tional security and protective and law en-
forcement activities of their respective agen-
cies.

Sec. 9. Judicial Review. This order is not
intended to create any right or benefit, sub-
stantive or procedural, enforceable by a non-
Federal party against the United States, its
officers or employees, or any other person.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 21, 1993.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
10:33 a.m., April 22, 1993]

NOTE: This Executive order was published in the
Federal Register on April 23.

Executive Order 12845—Requiring
Agencies To Purchase Energy
Efficient Computer Equipment
April 21, 1993

Whereas, the Federal Government
should set an example in the energy efficient
operation of its facilities and the procure-
ment of pollution preventing technologies;

Whereas, the Federal Government
should minimize its operating costs, make
better use of taxpayer-provided dollars, and
reduce the Federal deficit; and

Whereas, the Federal Government is the
largest purchaser of computer equipment in
the world and therefore has the capacity to
greatly accelerate the movement toward en-
ergy efficient computer equipment;

Now, Therefore, by the authority vested
in me as President by the Constitution and
the laws of the United States of America, in-
cluding section 381 of the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act, as amended (42 U.S.C.
6361), section 205 of the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act, as amended
(40 U.S.C. 486), section 152 of the Energy
Policy Act of 1992 (Public Law 102–486), and
section 301 of title 3, United States Code,
and to ensure the energy efficient operation
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of the Federal Government’s facilities and to
encourage the procurement of pollution pre-
venting technologies that will save taxpayer
money, reduce the Federal deficit, and accel-
erate the movement to energy efficient de-
signs in standard computer equipment, it is
hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Procurement of Computer
Equipment that Meets EPA Energy Star Re-
quirements for Energy Efficiency. (a) The
heads of Federal agencies shall ensure that,
within 180 days from the date of this order,
all acquisitions of microcomputers, including
personal computers, monitors, and printers,
meet ‘‘EPA Energy Star’’ requirements for
energy efficiency. The heads of Federal
agencies may grant, on a case-by-case basis,
exemptions to this directive for acquisitions,
based upon the commercial availability of
qualifying equipment, significant cost dif-
ferential of the equipment, the agency’s per-
formance requirements, and the agency’s
mission.

(b) Within 180 days from the date of this
order, agencies shall specify that micro-
computers, including personal computers,
monitors, and printers, acquired by the agen-
cy shall be equipped with the energy efficient
low-power standby feature as defined by the
EPA Energy Star computers program. This
feature shall be activated when the equip-
ment is shipped and shall be capable of en-
tering and recovering from the low-power
state unless the equipment meets Energy
Star efficiency levels at all times. To the ex-
tent permitted by law, agencies shall include
this specification in all existing and future
contracts, if both the Government and the
contractor agree, and if any additional costs
would be offset by the potential energy sav-
ings.

(c) Agencies shall ensure that Federal
users are made aware of the significant eco-
nomic and environmental benefits of the en-
ergy efficient low-power standby feature and
its aggressive use by including this informa-
tion in routine computer training classes.

(d) Each agency shall report annually to
the General Services Administration on ac-
quisitions exempted from the requirements
of this Executive order, and the General
Services Administration shall prepare a con-
solidated annual report for the President.

Sec. 2. Definition. For purposes of this
order, the term ‘‘agency’’ has the same mean-
ing given it in section 151 of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 1992.

Sec. 3. Judicial Review. This order does
not create any right or benefit, substantive
or procedural, enforceable by a non-Federal
party against the United States, its officers
or employees, or any other person.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 21, 1993.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
10:48 a.m., April 22, 1993]

NOTE: This Executive order was published in the
Federal Register on April 23.

Letter to Congressional Leaders
Reporting on Panamanian
Government Assets
April 21, 1993

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
1. I hereby report on developments since

the last Presidential report on October 5,
1992, concerning the continued blocking of
Panamanian government assets. This report
is submitted pursuant to section 207(d) of
the International Emergency Economic
Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1706(d).

2. On April 5, 1990, President Bush issued
Executive Order No. 12710, terminating the
national emergency declared on April 8,
1988, with respect to Panama. While this
order terminated the sanctions imposed pur-
suant to that declaration, the blocking of Pan-
amanian government assets in the United
States was continued in order to permit com-
pletion of the orderly unblocking and trans-
fer of funds that the President directed on
December 20, 1989, and to foster the resolu-
tion of claims of U.S. creditors involving Pan-
ama, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1706(a). The ter-
mination of the national emergency did not
affect the continuation of compliance audits
and enforcement actions with respect to ac-
tivities taking place during the sanctions pe-
riod, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1622(a).
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3. Of the approximately $6.3 million re-
maining blocked at this time (which includes
approximately $100,000 in interest credited
to the accounts since the last report), some
$5.7 million is held in escrow by the Federal
Reserve Bank of New York at the request
of the Government of Panama. Additionally,
approximately $600,000 is held in commer-
cial bank accounts for which the Government
of Panama has not requested unblocking. A
small residual in blocked reserve accounts es-
tablished under section 565.509 of the Pan-
amanian Transactions Regulations, 31 CFR
565.509, remains on the books of U.S. firms
pending the final reconciliation of accounting
records involving claims and counterclaims
between the firms and the Government of
Panama.

4. I will continue to report periodically on
the exercise of authorities to prohibit trans-
actions involving property in which the Gov-
ernment of Panama has an interest, pursuant
to 50 U.S.C. 1706(d).

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Thomas S.
Foley, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting the ‘‘Goals 2000:
Educate America Act’’
April 21, 1993

To the Congress of the United States:
I am pleased to transmit today for your

immediate consideration and enactment the
‘‘Goals 2000: Educate America Act.’’

This legislation strives to support States,
local communities, schools, business and in-
dustry, and labor in reinventing our edu-
cation system so that all Americans can reach
internationally competitive standards, and
our Nation can reach the National Education
Goals. Also transmitted is a section-by-sec-
tion analysis.

Education is and always has been primarily
a State responsibility. States have always
been the ‘‘laboratories of democracy.’’ This
has been especially true in education over

the past decades. The lessons we have
learned from the collective work of States,
local education agencies, and individual
schools are incorporated in Goals 2000 and
provide the basis for a new partnership be-
tween the Federal Government, States, par-
ents, business, labor, schools, communities,
and students. This new partnership is not one
of mandates, but of cooperation and leader-
ship.

The ‘‘Goals 2000: Educate America Act’’
is designed to promote a long-term direction
for the improvement of education and life-
long learning and to provide a framework and
resources to help States and others interested
in education strengthen, accelerate, and sus-
tain their own improvement efforts. Goals
2000 will:

• Set into law the six National Education
Goals and establish a bipartisan Na-
tional Education Goals Panel to report
on progress toward achieving the goals;

• Develop voluntary academic standards
and assessments that are meaningful,
challenging, and appropriate for all stu-
dents through the National Education
Standards and Improvement Council;

• Identify the conditions of learning and
teaching necessary to ensure that all stu-
dents have the opportunity to meet high
standards;

• Establish a National Skill Standards
Board to promote the development and
adoption of occupational standards to
ensure that American workers are
among the best trained in the world;

• Help States and local communities in-
volve public officials, teachers, parents,
students, and business leaders in de-
signing and reforming schools; and

• Increase flexibility for States and school
districts by waiving regulations and
other requirements that might impede
reforms.

Though voluntary, the pursuit of these
goals must be the work of our Nation as a
whole. Ten years ago this month, A Nation
At Risk was released. Its warnings still ring
true. It is time to act boldly. It is time to
rekindle the dream that good schools offer.
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I urge the Congress to take prompt and
favorable action on this legislation.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 21, 1993.

Nomination of John Dalton To Be
Secretary of the Navy
April 21, 1993

The President announced today that he in-
tends to nominate John Dalton, an Annapolis
graduate and former Chairman of the Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank Board, to be Secretary
of the Navy.

‘‘Throughout his distinguished Navy ca-
reer and his equally distinguished civilian ca-
reer in public service and private industry,
John Dalton has displayed true leadership
ability,’’ said the President. ‘‘I am proud that
he has agreed to serve with me and confident
that he will work with Secretary Aspin and
the Navy to adjust to the new security reali-
ties that we face.’’

NOTE: A biography of the nominee was made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Remarks at the Dedication of the
United States Holocaust Memorial
Museum
April 22, 1993

Thank you very much, Mr. Vice President,
Mrs. Gore, President and Mrs. Herzog, dis-
tinguished leaders of nations from around
the world who have come here to be with
us today, the leaders of our Congress, and
the citizens of America, and especially to Mr.
Meyerhoff and all of those who worked so
hard to make this day possible, and even
more to those who have spoken already on
this program, whose lives and words bear elo-
quent witness to why we have come here
today.

It is my purpose on behalf of the United
States to commemorate this magnificent mu-
seum, meeting as we do among memorials,
within the sight of the memorial to Thomas
Jefferson, the author of our freedom, near
where Abraham Lincoln is seated, who gave

his life so that our Nation might extend its
mandate of freedom to all who live within
our borders. We gather near the place where
the legendary and recently departed Marian
Anderson sang songs of freedom and where
Martin Luther King summoned us all to
dream and work together. Here on the town
square of our national life, on this 50th anni-
versary of the Warsaw Uprising, at Eisen-
hower Plaza on Raoul Wallenberg Place, we
dedicate the United States Holocaust Mu-
seum and so bind one of the darkest lessons
in history to the hopeful soul of America.

As we have seen already today, this mu-
seum is not for the dead alone nor even for
the survivors who have been so beautifully
represented; it is perhaps most of all for
those of us who were not there at all, to learn
the lessons, to deepen our memories and our
humanity, and to transmit these lessons from
generation to generation.

The Holocaust, to be sure, transformed
the entire 20th century, sweeping aside the
Enlightenment hope that evil somehow
could be permanently vanished from the face
of the Earth, demonstrating there is no war
to end all war, that the struggle against the
basest tendencies of our nature must con-
tinue forever and ever.

The Holocaust began when the most civ-
ilized country of its day unleashed unprece-
dented acts of cruelty and hatred, abetted
by perversions of science, philosophy, and
law. A culture, which produced Goethe,
Schiller, and Beethoven, then brought forth
Hitler and Himmler, the merciless hordes,
who themselves were educated, as others
who were educated stood by and did nothing.
Millions died for who they were, how they
worshiped, what they believed, and who they
loved. But one people, the Jews, were immu-
tably marked for total destruction. They who
were among their nation’s most patriotic citi-
zens, whose extinction served no military
purpose nor offered any political gain, they
who threatened no one were slaughtered by
an efficient, unrelenting bureaucracy, dedi-
cated solely to a radical evil with a curiously
antiseptic title: The Final Solution.
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The Holocaust reminds us forever that
knowledge divorced from values can only
serve to deepen the human nightmare, that
a head without a heart is not humanity. For
those of us here today representing the na-
tions of the West, we must live forever with
this knowledge. Even as our fragmentary
awareness of crimes grew into indisputable
facts, far too little was done. Before the war
even started, doors to liberty were shut. And
even after the United States and the Allies
attacked Germany, rail lines to the camps
within miles of military-significant targets
were left undisturbed.

Still there were, as has been noted, many
deeds of singular courage and resistance: the
Danes and the Bulgarians, men like Emman-
uel Ringelbaum, who died after preserving
in metal milk cans the history of the Warsaw
ghetto; Janusz Korczak, who stayed with chil-
dren until their last breaths at Treblinka; and
Raoul Wallenberg, who perhaps rescued as
many as 100,000 Hungarian Jews; and those
known and those never to be known, who
manned the thin line of righteousness, who
risked and lost their lives to save others, ac-
cruing no advantage to themselves but nobly
serving the larger cause of humanity.

As the war ended, these rescuers were
joined by our military forces who, alongside
the allied armies, played the decisive role in
bringing the Holocaust to an end. Over-
coming the shock of discovery, they walked
survivors from those dark, dark places into
the sweet sunlight of redemption, soldiers
and survivors being forever joined in history
and humanity. This place is their place, too,
for them as for us, to memorialize the past
and steel ourselves for the challenges of to-
morrow.

We must all now frankly admit that there
will come a time in the not too distant future
when the Holocaust will pass from living re-
ality and shared experience to memory and
to history. To preserve this shared history of
anguish, to keep it vivid and real so that evil
can be combated and contained, we are here
to consecrate this memorial and contemplate
its meaning for us. For more than any other
event, the Holocaust gave rise to the univer-
sal declaration of human rights, the charter
of our common humanity. And it contrib-

uted, indeed made certain, the long overdue
creation of the nation of Israel.

Now, with the demise of communism and
the rise of democracy out of the ashes of
former Communist states, with the end of
the cold war, we must not only rejoice in
so much that is good in the world but recog-
nize that not all in this new world is good.
We learn again and again that the world has
yet to run its course of animosity and vio-
lence.

Ethnic cleansing in the former Yugoslavia
is but the most brutal and blatant and ever-
present manifestation of what we see also
with the oppression of the Kurds in Iraq, the
abusive treatment of the Baha’i in Iran, the
endless race-based violence in South Africa.
And in many other places we are reminded
again and again how fragile are the safe-
guards of civilization. So do the depraved and
insensate bands now loose in the modern
world. Look at the liars and the propa-
gandists among us, the skinheads and the
Liberty Lobby here at home, the Afrikaaners
resistance movement in South Africa, the
Radical Party of Serbia, the Russian
blackshirts. With them we must all compete
for the interpretation and the preservation
of history, of what we know and how we
should behave.

The evil represented in this museum is in-
contestable. But as we are its witness, so must
we remain its adversary in the world in which
we live; so we must stop the fabricators of
history and the bullies as well. Left unchal-
lenged, they would still prey upon the power-
less, and we must not permit that to happen
again.

To build bulwarks against this kind of evil,
we know there is but one path to take. It
is the direction opposite that which produced
the Holocaust; it is that which recognizes that
among all our differences, we still cannot
ever separate ourselves one from another.
We must find in our diversity our common
humanity. We must reaffirm that common
humanity, even in the darkest and deepest
of our own disagreements.

Sure, there is new hope in this world. The
emergence of new, vibrant democratic states,
many of whose leaders are here today, offers
a shield against the inhumanity we remem-
ber. And it is particularly appropriate that
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this museum is here in this magnificent city,
an enduring tribute to democracy. It is a con-
stant reminder of our duty to build and nur-
ture the institutions of public tranquility and
humanity.

It occurs to me that some may be reluctant
to come inside these doors because the pho-
tographs and remembrance of the past im-
part more pain than they can bear. I under-
stand that. I walked through the museum on
Monday night and spent more than 2 hours.
But I think that our obligations to history and
posterity alike should beckon us all inside
these doors. It is a journey that I hope every
American who comes to Washington will
take, a journey I hope all the visitors to this
city from abroad will make.

I believe that this museum will touch the
life of everyone who enters and leave every-
one forever changed; a place of deep sadness
and a sanctuary of bright hope; an ally of
education against ignorance, of humility,
against arrogance, an investment in a secure
future against whatever insanity lurks ahead.
If this museum can mobilize morality, then
those who have perished will thereby gain
a measure of immortality.

I know this is a difficult day for those we
call survivors. Those of us born after the war
cannot yet fully comprehend their sorrow or
pain. But if our expressions are inadequate
to this moment, at least may I share these
words inscribed in the Book of Wisdom,
‘‘The souls of the righteous are in the hands
of God, and no torment shall touch them.
In the eyes of fools they seem to die. Their
passing away was thought to be an affliction,
and their going forth from us, utter destruc-
tion. But they are in peace.’’

On this day of triumphant reunion and
celebration, I hope those who have survived
have found their peace. Our task, with God’s
blessing upon our souls and the memories
of the fallen in our hearts and minds, is to
the ceaseless struggle to preserve human
rights and dignity. We are now strengthened
and will be forever strengthened by remem-
brance. I pray that we shall prevail.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:43 p.m. at the
Memorial. In his remarks, he referred to Chaim
Herzog, President of Israel, and Harvey M. Mey-
erhoff, Chairman, United States Holocaust Me-
morial Council.

Remarks on Presenting the
American Cancer Society Courage
Awards and an Exchange With
Reporters
April 22, 1993

The President. Ladies and gentlemen,
these are the annual American Cancer Soci-
ety Courage Awards. And the certificate sa-
lutes the two people I’ll present the awards
to for personal courage in the battle against
cancer and for a message of hope and inspira-
tion given to all Americans in the fight for
life and health.

We have here to my right Dr. Reginald
Ho, the president of the American Cancer
Society; Stanley Shmichkiss, who is the chair-
man of the board of the Cancer Society; Dr.
John Seffrin, the national executive vice
president and chief staff officer of the Cancer
Society.

The young gentleman to my right is Mr.
Jeremy Fleury, who is here with his mother,
Sharon. And I want to tell you a little about
him. He is 13, same age as my daughter. He’s
undergone treatment for non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma way back in 1989, and since then
he’s been in clinical remission. He’s a very
brave young man, and he’s from Clovis, New
Mexico.

So I want to give you this. I’ll let you hold
it so everyone can see it.

And further to the left is Matilda
Goodridge, from New York, New York, who
has been enrolled since 1981 in the Breast
Examination Center of Harlem, located at
the Harlem Hospital, which I have visited.
She kept annual visits for a mammogram and
in 1991 was diagnosed with a localized breast
cancer. She’s undergone surgery and treat-
ment, and she’s doing quite well. And I want
to recognize her.

Both these folks have had a lot of personal
difficulties because of the absence of medical
coverage and some other economic prob-
lems, and they’re carrying on with a lot of
real courage. I also want to compliment Ms.
Goodridge, as the son of a breast cancer sur-
vivor, for being enrolled in the breast exam-
ination program for over a decade. I think
that example will help to save the lives of
many women in this country who will see
this ceremony recorded in the news media.
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So I congratulate both of you. Let me give
this to you. And thank you very much for
being here.
[At this point, the President presented the
awards.]

If I might point out, this young man and
his mother—if she remains unemployed,
they can be covered through Medicaid. But
if she were to take another job, it would be
very difficult, because of his treatment and
past condition, even though he’s in remission,
for her to get a job with health insurance.

If we can pass reforms which will guaran-
tee coverage to all Americans and which will
provide a broad-based community base for
any insurance against risks so that there will
be no economic advantage or disadvantage
to employers for hiring the parents or the
people who suffer from disease, this country
will be a long way down the road toward deal-
ing with this problem. And I think that that
clearly will be a part of the health program
that we come out with, something that will
guarantee coverage to all Americans and will
enable people to leave their jobs to care for
sick family members and then resume em-
ployment when possible without having the
employer suffer economically crippling con-
sequences or forcing the people to choose
between staying unemployed to get Govern-
ment health care or taking a job and losing
health coverage.

Health Care Reform
Q. Mr. President, have you decided on a

way to finance health care reform? I mean,
you’re moving toward a deadline now. Have
you made any decisions?

The President. We’re moving toward a
deadline, and we’ll have the details for you.
I’ve already told—those things will be in the
program. Whatever options we decide, we’ll
do that.

Q. When do you think you’ll make your
mind up?

The President. Well, we’re still well with-
in our deadline. I think that—because of my
father-in-law’s illness my wife was out of
pocket for about 3 weeks, and so we’re going
to be pushed back a little bit off the 100 days.
But we’re working very hard. I spent many,
many hours on this myself and, indeed, this

afternoon will be spending another 21⁄2 hours
on it. So I think we’re pretty well on sched-
ule.

Bosnia
Q.——Elie Wiesel’s comments about Bos-

nia this morning, sir, as a challenge to you
personally?

The President. I think it was a challenge
to all of—to the United States and to me
and to the West to take further initiatives
in Bosnia. And I accepted it as such.

I was eager to have a few moments to
speak with Elie Wiesel after the ceremony.
We went back into a holding room, and I
introduced him to my wife and my daughter,
who wanted very much to meet him. And
then we sat and talked for a while. We may
talk again. But I welcomed his remarks this
morning.

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:30 p.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of these
remarks.

Remarks at the National Volunteer
Action Award Ceremony
April 22, 1993

Thank you very much. I want to thank,
first of all, the people who have made pos-
sible this 12th annual National Volunteer Ac-
tion Award event, begun in the early 1980’s
under President Reagan, people from the
Points of Light Foundation and the folks
from ACTION. I want to say, too, to all of
you that this is a matter of great personal
pride to me to be President and be a part
of this today, because I have believed for a
long time in grassroots community efforts
and community service.

Last year, on the occasion of my birthday,
which I share with the Vice President’s wife,
Tipper Gore, our two families went to Geor-
gia and built a house with Habitat for Hu-
manity, along with President and Mrs. Carter
as a way of symbolizing our commitment to
national service. And my daughter selected
a school here in Washington in part because
one of the requirements of being enrolled
in the school was to do community service.
Just a couple of days ago, she and her group
went out and did one of their service
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projects, working to build some park facilities
for young people who will come behind and
use those facilities.

I can’t help but say I’m especially proud
today because one of the honorees today is
the Arkansas Land and Farm Development
Corporation from my home State. I should
say, I had nothing to do with selecting any
of these awards. [Laughter] But they will tell
you that for well over a decade I have worked
with them in many ways, watching them work
against often enormous odds to empower
poor people in rural areas to seize control
of their own destinies. So I am especially
proud of them as well as of all the other hon-
orees.

I think all of you recognize the fundamen-
tal truth that as Americans and as human
beings we can never be completely fulfilled
unless we help each other. Just a few mo-
ments ago, I was over at the dedication of
the Holocaust Museum. And we recognized,
of course, the great losses of the Jewish peo-
ple, of the Gypsies, and others who were sys-
tematically exterminated by the Nazis. But
we also recognize the services of perhaps the
most important volunteers in the 20th cen-
tury, those who put their lives at risk to try
to save large numbers of the Jews.

On that cold, wind-whipped occasion, I
think it’s fair to say that, by far, the most
popular speaker at the event was a woman
who put her life at risk to shield Jews from
almost certain death and, in the process,
found a person who became her husband.
The Scriptures say that in giving we will re-
ceive. Perhaps not all of us will find a mate
for life in our gifts, but all of us certainly
will receive.

I think it has been recognized for a long
time that service sustains and defines our de-
mocracy and helps us to understand that we
are not brought together by race or religion
or region but that we cannot be kept apart
by those things if we have common values,
common interests, and undertake common
endeavors.

After all, volunteers won the American
Revolution. And ever since, volunteers have
been winning our wars and winning the bat-
tles of peacetime. Volunteers helped to get
women the right to vote and helped to effect
the civil rights revolution and help us even

today to overcome the barriers that divide
us.

All generations have been called upon to
serve. And today, as people are living longer
than ever before, every generation now living
is called upon to serve, to deepen our lives
and to strengthen the bonds of our commu-
nities. Today is so special to me because we
are recognizing those of you who have risen
to the challenge in particularly innovative
and effective ways.

I hope that as we honor you today you
will all join me in renewing our call for all
Americans to embrace the spirit of service.
We all have roles to play. Even those who
are not in organizations represented here
may be able to help to patrol this, police,
and support the work of law enforcement of-
ficers in areas plagued by high crime, where
children are unsafe, or may help to volunteer
in a community health center where health
care is available in theory but not in practice
unless people can find their way to the clinic;
or tutoring children after school; or being
mentors to children who themselves would
like to do better but don’t have the role mod-
els they need.

We bring out the best in our country when
we serve. I know that you know that I’ve tried
to make sure our Government will do its part.
And as Mr. Segal said, next week I intend
to introduce the national service legislation
that I hope will change our country for the
better and forever to provide a revolution in
the best sense of the word, bringing us back
to our best values, offering opportunity, re-
quiring responsibility, and creating a stronger
sense of the American community.

Those are the things which drove me into
this race for President well over a year ago
and the things which I hope so deeply will
be embodied in the national service move-
ment. We want to make opportunity available
by making it easier to get a loan to go to
college and easier to pay it off through serv-
ice, demanding responsibility by making sure
that everybody who gets something from
their Government finally gives something
back, we hope in service but at least in dol-
lars, and rebuilding communities all over this
country through our civilian GI bill, with
thousands of people paying their way to col-
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lege either before or after they go by doing
what their communities need.

We’ll bring ourselves a little closer to that
sacred day when all of our children can live
up to their full potential by working together
to make sure that we do that as well as the
children we’re trying to help. If these efforts
are to succeed, the spirit of service must be
renewed in the hearts of every American, not
just in those who will be part of the national
service movement. I hope that this move-
ment will go well beyond party or any other
political division in this country. I hope that
everybody will embrace the cause and the
spirit, because I believe we can change the
country. If we can do it here in the Govern-
ment, we can then challenge our corpora-
tions, our foundations, our schools, our non-
profits to follow the leads of those whom we
honor here today. And if we’re in it for the
long haul because we know we all have a
role to play, I really believe it means an
America finally and fully living up to its po-
tential, that is, being more like those of you
whom we honor today.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:47 p.m. in the
East Room at the White House.

Nomination for an Assistant
Secretary of Energy and the
Ambassador to the Holy See
April 22, 1993

The President announced today that he
will nominate Archer Durham, a retired
Major General in the U.S. Air Force, to be
Assistant Secretary of Energy for Human Re-
sources and Administration. He also formally
announced his intent to nominate Boston
Mayor Raymond Flynn to be Ambassador to
the Holy See.

‘‘Through his long and exemplary career
in the Air Force, Archer Durham had a rep-
utation of being a hands-on manager who
consistently led the Air Force in manage-
ment efficiency indicators,’’ said the Presi-
dent. ‘‘Secretary O’Leary has called for that
kind of management at her Department, and
I am glad that General Durham will be pro-
viding it.’’

‘‘I am also very pleased to be formally an-
nouncing my intention to nominate Mayor
Flynn for the important post of Ambassador
to the Holy See,’’ the President added. ‘‘As
I said on St. Patrick’s Day here at the White
House, he has been one of the best Mayors
to serve in my lifetime, and I think he’ll do
a great job in a wide range of areas.’’

NOTE: Biographies of the nominees were made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Proclamation 6547—National Credit
Education Week, 1993
April 22, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation

Consumer credit is an integral part of the
free enterprise economy of the United
States. The vast array of credit products has
expanded opportunities for consumers. At
the same time, this trend has increased con-
sumers’ need for simple, understandable in-
formation about their options. Informed con-
sumers who know their choices, rights, and
responsibilities are better able to choose and
use credit wisely. The prudent use of credit
increases economic stability and enhances
market competition.

The theme of this year’s observance,
‘‘Good Credit—Unlimited Opportunities,’’
recognizes that consumers, with careful
budgeting and planning, can benefit from in-
creased choices and opportunities in today’s
marketplace. Credit education is crucial to
helping the public use credit wisely and re-
sponsibly. A good credit record can help a
consumer obtain a job, finance a child’s edu-
cation, and obtain a mortgage to buy a home.

Tests of adults and high school students
across the Nation show that consumers in the
Untied States are not prepared adequately
to deal with complex consumer credit
choices. Even though the rights of consumers
in credit transactions are guaranteed in Fed-
eral and State laws, most consumers have lit-
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tle understanding of their rights or of the
agencies responsible for protecting these
rights. Consumers clearly can benefit a great
deal from expanded consumer credit edu-
cation efforts.

In recognition of the importance of the
prudent use of credit, the Congress, by Pub-
lic Law 102–483, has designated the week
beginning April 18, 1993, as ‘‘National Credit
Education Week’’ and has authorized and re-
quested the President to issue a proclamation
in observance of this week.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim the week beginning April
18, 1993, as National Credit Education
Week. I encourage all Americans—particu-
larly business people, educators, public offi-
cials, consumer advocates, community orga-
nizations, and members of the media—to ob-
serve this week with appropriate programs
and activities to educate and inform consum-
ers about their credit rights and responsibil-
ities and about the benefits of the wise use
of credit.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twenty-second day of April, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-three, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
12:18 p.m., April 23, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation will be published in the
Federal Register on April 27.

The President’s News Conference
April 23, 1993

The President. Terry [Terence Hunt, As-
sociated Press], do you have a question?

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, there’s a growing feeling

that the Western response to bloodshed in
Bosnia has been woefully inadequate. Holo-
caust survivor Elie Wiesel asked you yester-
day to do something, anything to stop the
fighting. Is the United States considering tak-

ing unilateral action such as air strikes against
Serb artillery sites?

The President. Well, first let me say, as
you know, for more than a week now we have
been seriously reviewing our options for fur-
ther action. And I want to say, too, let’s look
at the last 3 months. Since I became Presi-
dent, I have worked with our allies, and we
have tried to move forward, first on the no-
fly zone, on enforcement of it, on the human-
itarian airdrops, on the war crimes investiga-
tion, on getting the Bosnian Muslims in-
volved in the peace process. We have made
some progress. And now we have a very
much tougher sanctions resolution. And
Leon Fuerth, who is the National Security
Adviser to the Vice President, is in Europe
now working on implementing that. That is
going to make a big difference to Serbia.

And we are reviewing other options. I
think we should act. We should lead. The
United States should lead. We have led for
the last 3 months. We have moved the coali-
tion. And to be fair, our allies in Europe have
been willing to do their part. And they have
troops on the ground there.

But I do not think we should act alone,
unilaterally, nor do I think we will have to.
And in the next several days I think we will
finalize the extensive review which has been
going on and which has taken a lot of my
time as well as the time of the administration,
as it should have, over the last 10 days or
so. I think we’ll finish that in the near future,
and then we’ll have a policy, and we’ll an-
nounce it and everyone can evaluate it.

Q. Can I follow up?
The President. Sure.
Q. Do you see any parallel between the

ethnic cleansing in Bosnia and the Holo-
caust?

The President. I think the Holocaust is
on a whole different level. I think it is without
precedent or peer in human history. On the
other hand, ethnic cleansing is the kind of
inhumanity that the Holocaust took to the
nth degree. The idea of moving people
around and abusing them and often killing
them solely because of their ethnicity is an
abhorrent thing. And it is especially trouble-
some in that area where people of different
ethnic groups live side by side for so long
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together. And I think you have to stand up
against it. I think it’s wrong.

We were talking today about all of the
other troubles in that region. I was happy
to see the violence between the Croats and
the Muslims in Bosnia subside this morning,
and I think we’re making progress on that
front. But what’s going on with the Serbians
and the ethnic cleansing is qualitatively dif-
ferent than the other conflicts, both within
the former Yugoslavia and in other parts of
the region.

The First 100 Days
The President. Helen [Helen Thomas,

United Press International]?
Q. Mr. President, by any count, you have

not had a good week in your Presidency. The
tragedy in Waco, the defeat of your stimulus
bill, the standoff in Bosnia. What did you do
wrong, and what are you going to do dif-
ferently? How do you look at things? Are you
reassessing?

The President. I don’t really believe that
the situation in Bosnia—it’s not been a good
week for the world, but I don’t know that
the administration could have made it dif-
ferent.

On the stimulus package, I’d like to put
it into the larger context and remind you that
in this 100 days we have already fundamen-
tally changed the direction of an American
Government. We have abandoned trickle-
down economics. We’ve abandoned the poli-
cies that brought the debt of this country
from $1 trillion to $4 trillion in only a decade.

The budget plan, which passed the Con-
gress, which will reduce the deficit and in-
crease investment, has led to a 20-year low
in mortgage rates, dramatically lower interest
rates. There are probably people in this room
who have refinanced their home mortgages
in the last 3 months or who have had access
to cheaper credit. That’s going to put tens
of billion dollars coursing throughout this
economy in ways that are very, very good for
the country. And so we are moving in the
right direction economically.

I regret that the stimulus did not pass, and
I have begun to ask, and will continue to ask,
not only people in the administration but
people in the Congress whether there is
something I could have done differently to
pass that. Part of the reason it didn’t pass

was politics; part of it was a difference in
ideas. There are really people still who be-
lieve that it’s not needed. I just disagree with
that.

I think the recovery—the economists say
it’s been underway for about 2 years, and
we’ve still had 16 months of 7-percent unem-
ployment, and all the wealthy countries are
having trouble creating jobs. So I think there
was an idea base, an argument there, that
while we’re waiting for the lower interest
rates and the deficit reduction and the invest-
ments of the next 4 years to take effect, this
sort of supplemental appropriation should go
forward.

Now, I have to tell you, I did misgauge
that because a majority of the Republican
Senators now sitting in the Senate voted for
a similar stimulus when Ronald Reagan was
President in 1983 and voted 28 times for reg-
ular supplemental appropriations like this. I
just misgauged it. And I hope that I can learn
something. I’ve just been here 90 days. And
you know, I was a Governor working with
a contentious legislature for 12 years, and it
took me a decade to get political reform
there. So it takes time to change things. But
I basically feel very good about what’s hap-
pened in the first 100 days with regard to
the Congress.

Tragedy in Waco
Q. Waco—[inaudible]——
The President. Well, with regard to Waco

I don’t have much to add to what I’ve already
said. I want the situation looked into. I want
us to bring in people who have any insights
to bear on that. I think it’s very important
that the whole thing be thoroughly gone
over. But I still maintain what I said from
the beginning, that the offender there was
David Koresh. And I do not think the United
States Government is responsible for the fact
that a bunch of fanatics decided to kill them-
selves. And I’m sorry that they killed their
children.

Ross Perot
Q. Mr. President, to follow up partly on

Helen, on your stimulus package and on your
political approach to Capitol Hill, Ross Perot
said today that you’re playing games with the
American people in your tax policy. He was
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strongly critical of your stimulus package. He
said he’s going to launch an advertising cam-
paign against the North American Free
Trade Agreement. How are you going to han-
dle his political criticism? Will it complicate
your efforts on the Hill with your economic
plan? And do you plan to repackage some
of the things that have been in your stimulus
program and try to resubmit them to the
Hill?

The President. Let me answer that ques-
tion first. We’re going to revisit all of that
over the next few days. I’m going to be talk-
ing to Members of Congress and to others
to see what we can do about that. With re-
gard to the economic plan, I must say I found
that rather amazing. I don’t want to get into
an argument with Mr. Perot. I’ll be inter-
ested to hear what his specifics are, but I
would—go back and read his book and his
plan. There’s a remarkable convergence ex-
cept that we have more specific budget cuts.
We raise taxes less on the middle class and
more on the wealthy. But otherwise, the
plans are remarkably similar.

So I think it would be—I’ll be interested
to see if maybe perhaps he’s changed his po-
sition from his book last year, and he has
some new ideas to bring to bear. I’ll be glad
to hear them.

Q. To follow up, sir, how do you plan to
handle his political criticism? He’s launched
a campaign against you. Do you think you
can sit back and just——

The President. Well, first of all, I will ask
you to apply the same level of scrutiny to
him as you do to me. And if he’s changed
his position from the positions he took in the
campaign last year, then we need to know
why and what his ideas are. Maybe he’s got
some constructive ideas.

I think the American people have shown
that they’re very impatient with people who
don’t want to produce results. And the one
thing I think that everybody has figured out
about me in the last—even if they don’t agree
with what I do—is that I want to get some-
thing done. I just came here to try to change
things. I want to do things. And I want to
do things that help people’s lives. So my
judgment is that if he makes a suggestion
that is good, that is constructive, that takes
us beyond some idea I’ve proposed that will
change people’s lives for the better, fine. But

I think that that ought to be the test that
we apply to everyone who weighs into this
debate and not just to the President.

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, to go back to Bosnia for

a minute. You continue to insist that this has
to be multilateral action, a criteria that seems
to have hamstrung us when it comes to many
options thus far and makes it look as if this
is a state of paralysis. The United States is
the last remaining superpower. Why is it not
appropriate in this situation for the United
States to act unilaterally?

The President. Well, the United States—
surely you would agree, that the United
States, even as the last remaining super-
power, has to act consistent with inter-
national law under some mandate of the
United Nations.

Q. But you have a mandate and——
The President. They do, and that is one

of the things that we have under review. I
haven’t ruled out any option for action. I
would remind all of you, I have not ruled
out any option, except that we have not dis-
cussed and we are not considering the intro-
duction of American forces in continuing
hostilities there. We are not.

So we are reviewing other options. But I
also would remind you that, to be fair, our
allies have had—the French, the British, and
the Canadians—have had troops on the
ground there. They have been justifiably
worried about those. But they have sup-
ported the airdrops, the toughening of the
sanctions. They welcomed the American del-
egation now in Europe, working on how to
make these sanctions really work and really
bite against Serbia. And I can tell you that
the other nations involved are also genuinely
reassessing their position, and I would not
rule out the fact that we can reach an agree-
ment for a concerted action that goes beyond
where we have been. I don’t have any criti-
cism of the British, the French, and others
about that.

Q. Would that be military action?

Conflicting Statements
Q. Mr. President, several of the leading

lights in your administration, ranging from
your FBI Director to your U.N. Ambassador,
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to your Deputy Budget Director, to your
Health Services Secretary, have issued state-
ments in the last couple of weeks which are
absolutely contradictory to some of the posi-
tions you’ve taken in your administration.
Why is that? Are you losing your political
grip?

The President. Give me an example.
Q. Example? Judge Sessions said that

there was no child abuse in Waco. Madeleine
Albright has said in this morning’s news-
papers, at least, that she favors air strikes in
Bosnia. All of these are things you said that
you didn’t support.

The President. First of all, I don’t know
what—we know that David Koresh had sex
with children. I think that is undisputed, is
it not? Is it not? Does anybody dispute that?
Where I come from that qualifies as child
abuse. And we know that he had people
teaching these kids how to kill themselves.
I think that qualifies as abuse. And I’m not
criticizing Judge Sessions because I don’t
know exactly what he said.

In terms of Madeleine Albright, Mad-
eleine Albright has made no public statement
at all about air strikes. There is a press report
that she wrote me a confidential letter in
which she expressed her—or memos—in
which she expressed her views about the new
direction we should take in response to my
request to all the senior members of my ad-
ministration to let me know what they
thought we ought to do next. And I have
heard from her and from others about what
they think we ought to do next. And I’m not
going to discuss the recommendations they
made to me, but in the next few days when
I make a decision about what to do, then
I will announce what I’m going to do. So
I wouldn’t say that either one of those exam-
ples qualifies speaking out of school.

Q. How about the value-added tax, Mr.
President?

The President. What was that?
Q. The value-added tax, Mrs. Rivlin and

Ms. Shalala both said that they thought that
that was a good idea.

The President. I don’t mind them saying
they think it’s a good idea. There are all kinds
of arguments for it on policy grounds. That
does not mean that we have decided to incor-
porate it in the health care debate. No deci-

sion has been made on that. And I have no
objection to their expressing their views on
that. We’ve had a lot of people from business
and labor come to us saying that they thought
that tax would help make their particular in-
dustries more competitive in the global econ-
omy. That wasn’t taking a line against an ad-
ministration policy.

Gay Rights
Q. Mr. President, a week ago a group of

gay and lesbian representatives came out of
a meeting with you and expressed in the most
ringing terms their confidence in your under-
standing of them and their political aspira-
tions, and their belief that you would fulfill
those aspirations. Do you feel now that you
will be able to meet their now-enhanced ex-
pectations?

The President. Well, I don’t know about
that. And I don’t know what their—it de-
pends on what the expectations are. But I’ll
tell you this: I believe that this country’s poli-
cies should be heavily biased in favor of non-
discrimination. I believe when you tell peo-
ple they can’t do certain things in this country
that other people can do, there ought to be
an overwhelming and compelling reason for
it. I believe we need the services of all of
our people, and I have said that consistently
and not as a political proposition. The first
time this issue came up was in 1991 when
I was in Boston. I was just asked the question
about it.

And I might add, it’s interesting that I have
been attacked. Obviously, those who disagree
with me here are primarily coming from the
political right in America. When I was Gov-
ernor, I was attacked from the other direc-
tion for sticking up for the rights of religious
fundamentalists to run their child care cen-
ters and to practice home schooling under
appropriate safeguards. I just have always
had an almost libertarian view that we should
try to protect the rights of American individ-
ual citizens to live up to the fullest of their
capacities, and I’m going to stick right with
that.

Q. Are you concerned, sir, that you may
have generated expectations on their end and
criticism among others that has hamstrung
your administration in the sense of far too
great emphasis on this issue?
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The President. Yes, but I have not placed
a great deal of emphasis on it. It’s gotten
a lot of emphasis in other quarters and in
the press. I’ve just simply taken my position
and tried to see it through. And that’s what
I do. It doesn’t take a lot of my time as Presi-
dent to say what I believe in and what I in-
tend to do, and that’s what I’ll continue to
do.

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, getting back to the situa-

tion in Bosnia—and we understand you
haven’t made any final decisions on new op-
tions previously considered unacceptable.
But the two most commonly heard options
would be lifting the arms embargo to enable
the Bosnian Muslims to defend themselves
and to initiate some limited air strikes, per-
haps, to cut off supply lines. Without telling
us your decision—presumably, you haven’t
made any final decisions on those two op-
tions—what are the pros and cons that are
going through your mind right now and will
weigh heavily on your final decision?

The President. I’m reluctant to get into
this. Those are two of the options. There are
some other options that have been consid-
ered. All have pluses and minuses; all have
supporters and opponents within the admin-
istration and in the Congress, where, I would
remind you, heavy consultations will be re-
quired to embark on any new policy.

I do believe that on the air strike issue,
the pronouncements that General Powell has
made generally about military action apply
there. If you take action, if the United States
takes action, we must have a clearly defined
objective that can be met. We must be able
to understand it, and its limitations must be
clear. The United States is not, should not,
become involved as a partisan in a war.

With regard to the lifting of the arms em-
bargo, the question obviously there is if you
widen the capacity of people to fight, will
that help to get a settlement and bring about
peace? Will it lead to more bloodshed? What
kind of reaction can others have that would
undermine the effectiveness of the policy?

But I think both of them deserve some
serious consideration, along with some other
options we have.

Q. Do you think that these people who
are trying to get us into war in Bosnia are

really remembering that we haven’t taken
care of hundreds of thousands of veterans
from the last war and we couldn’t take care
of our prisoners and get them all home from
Vietnam? And now many of them are coming
up with bills for treatment of Agent Orange.
How can we afford to go to any more of these
wars?

The President. Well, I think that’s a good
argument against the United States itself be-
coming involved as a belligerent in a war
there. But we are, after all, the world’s only
superpower. We do have to lead the world,
and there is a very serious problem of system-
atic ethnic cleansing in the former Yugo-
slavia, which could have not only enormous
further humanitarian consequences, and
goodness knows there have been many, but
also could have other practical consequences
in other nearby regions where the same sorts
of ethnic tensions exist.

President Boris Yeltsin
Q. Did you make any kind of agreement

with Boris Yeltsin to hold off either on air
strikes or any kind of aggressive action
against the Serbs until after Sunday? And in
general, how has his political situation af-
fected your deliberation on Bosnia?

The President. No, I have not made any
agreement, and he did not ask for that. We
never even discussed that, interestingly
enough. The Russians, I would remind you,
in the middle of President Yeltsin’s cam-
paign, abstained from our attempt to get
tougher sanctions through the United Na-
tions in what I thought was the proper deci-
sion for them and one that the United States
and, I’m sure, the rest of the free world very
much appreciated.

Tragedy in Waco
Q. Do you wish, Mr. President, that you’d

become more involved in the planning of the
Waco operation? And how would you handle
that situation differently now?

The President. I don’t think as a practical
matter that the President should become in-
volved in the planning of those kinds of
things at that detail. One of the things that
I’m sure will come out when we look into
this is—the questions will be asked and an-
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swered: Did all of us who up the line of com-
mand ask the questions we should have asked
and get the answers we should have gotten?
And I look forward to that. But at the time,
I have to say as I did before, the first thing
I did after the ATF agents were killed, once
we knew that the FBI was going to go in,
was to ask that the military be consulted be-
cause of the quasi-, as least, military nature
of the conflict given the resources that
Koresh had in his compound and their obvi-
ous willingness to use them. And then on the
day before the action, I asked the questions
of the Attorney General which I have re-
ported to you previously and which at the
time I thought were sufficient. I have, as I
said, I’m sure. I leave it to others to make
the suggestions about whether there are
other questions I should have asked.

FBI Director Sessions
Q. Mr. President, what is your assessment

of Director Sessions’ role in the Waco affair?
And have you made a decision on his future?
And if you haven’t, will you give him a per-
sonal hearing before you do decide?

The President. Well, first of all, I have
no assessment of his role since I had no direct
contact with him. And I mean no negative
or positive inference. I have no assessment
there. I stand by what I said before about
my general high regard for the FBI. And I’m
waiting for a recommendation from the At-
torney General about what to do with the
direction of the FBI.

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, since you said that one

side in the Bosnia conflict represents inhu-
manity that the Holocaust carried to the nth
degree, why do you then tell us that the
United States cannot take a partisan view in
this war?

The President. Well, I said that the prin-
ciple of ethnic cleansing is something we
ought to stand up against. That does not
mean that the United States or the United
Nations can enter a war, in effect, to redraw
the lines, geographical lines of republics
within what was Yugoslavia, or that that
would ultimately be successful.

I think what the United States has to do
is to try to figure out whether there is some

way consistent with forcing the people to re-
solve their own difficulties we can stand up
to and stop ethnic cleansing. And that is obvi-
ously the difficulty we are wrestling with.
This is clearly the most difficult foreign pol-
icy problem we face and that all of our allies
face. And if it were easy, I suppose it would
have been solved before. We have tried to
do more in the last 90 days than was pre-
viously done. It has clearly not been enough
to stop the Serbian aggression, and we are
now looking at what else we can do.

Q. Yesterday you specifically criticized the
Roosevelt administration for not having
bombed the railroads to the concentration
camps and things that were near military tar-
gets. Aren’t there steps like that that would
not involve conflict, direct conflict or partisan
belligerence, that you might consider?

The President. There may be. I would re-
mind you that the circumstances were some-
what different. We were then at war with
Germany at the time, and that’s what made
that whole series of incidents so perplexing.
But we have—as I say, we’ve got all of our
options under review.

Haiti
Q. The diplomatic initiative on Haiti is on

the verge of collapse. What can you do to
salvage it short of a full-scale military oper-
ation?

The President. Well, you may know
something I don’t. That’s not what our peo-
ple tell me. I think Mr. Caputo and Ambas-
sador Pezzullo have done together a good
job. The thing keeps going back and forth
because of the people who are involved with
the de facto government there. It’s obvious
what their concerns are. They were the same
concerns that led to the ouster of Aristide
in the first place, and President Aristide, we
feel, should be restored to power. We’re
working toward that. I get a report on that.
We discuss it at least three times a week,
and I’m convinced that we’re going to prevail
there and be successful.

I do believe that there’s every reason to
think that there will have to be some sort
of multilateral presence to try to guarantee
the security and the freedom from violence
of people on both sides of the ledger while
we try to establish the conditions of ongoing
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civilized society. But I believe we’re going
to prevail there.

The First 100 Days
Q. Mr. President, would you care to make

your assessment of the first 100 days before
we make one for you? [Laughter]

The President. Well, I’ll say if—I believe,
first of all, we passed the budget resolution
in record time. That was the biggest issue.
That confirmed the direction of the adminis-
tration and confirmed the commitments of
the campaign that we could both bring the
deficit down and increase investment, and
that we could do it by specific spending cuts
and by raising taxes, almost all of which come
from the highest income people in this soci-
ety, reversing a 12-year trend in which most
of the tax burdens were borne by the middle
class, whose incomes were going down when
their taxes were going up, while the deficit
went from $1 trillion to $4 trillion, the total
national debt, and the deficit continued to
go up.

We have a 20-year low in interest rates
from mortgages. We have lower interest rates
across the board. We have tens of billions
of dollars flooding back into this economy
as people refinance their debt. We have es-
tablished a new environmental policy, which
is dramatically different. The Secretary of
Education has worked with me and with oth-
ers and with the Governors to establish a new
approach in education that focuses on tough
standards as well as increasing opportunity.
We have done an enormous amount of work
on political reform, on campaign finance, and
lobbying reform. And I have imposed tough
ethics requirements on my own administra-
tion’s officials. These things are consistent
with not only what I said I’d do in the cam-
paign but with turning the country around.
The Vice President is heading a task force
which will literally change the way the Fed-
eral Government operates and make it much
more responsive to the citizens of this coun-
try.

We are working on a whole range of other
things: the welfare reform initiative, to move
people from welfare to work. And, of course,
a massive amount of work has been done on
the health care issue, which is a huge eco-
nomic and personal security problem for mil-
lions of Americans.

So I think it is amazing how much has been
done. More will be done. We also passed the
family leave bill, a version of the motor voter
bill that has not come out of conference back
to me yet. And everything has been passed
except the stimulus program. So I think we’re
doing fine, and we’re moving in the right di-
rection. I feel good about it.

Aid to Russia
Q. Sir, a followup. Wouldn’t you say,

though, that one of your biggest initiatives,
aid to Soviet Russia, is now practically fin-
ished? If we can’t pass a stimulus bill in our
own country, how can we do it for them?

The President. Let me recast the question
a little bit. It’s a good question. [Laughter]
It’s a good question, but to be fair we’ve got
to recast it. We have already—the first round
of aid to non-Soviet Russia, to a democratic
Russia, is plainly going to go through, the
first $1.6 billion. The aid that we agreed with
our partners in the G–7 to provide through
the international financial institutions, which
is a big dollar item, is plainly going to go
through. The question is, can we get any
more aid for Russia that requires a new ap-
propriation by the United States Congress?
And that is a question I think, Mary [Mary
McGrory, Washington Post], that will be re-
solved in the weeks ahead, in part by what
happens to the American workers and their
jobs and their future. I think the two things
will be tied by many Members of Congress.

Tailhook Report
Q. The Tailhook report came out this

morning, documenting horrendous and near-
ly criminal conduct on the part of the Navy.
How much did you discuss the incident, and
what might be done about it with your nomi-
nee to be the Secretary of the Navy?

The President. First, let me comment a
little on that. The Inspector General’s report
details conduct which is wrong and which has
no place in the armed services. And I expect
the report to be acted on in the appropriate
way. I also want to say to the American peo-
ple and to all of you that the report should
be taken for what it is, a very disturbing list
of allegations which will have to be thor-
oughly examined. It should not be taken as
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a general indictment of the United States
Navy or of all the fine people who serve
there. It is very specific in its allegations, and
it will be pursued.

The only thing I said to the Secretary-des-
ignate of the Navy and the only thing I should
have said to him, I think, is that I expected
him to take the report and to do his duty.
And I believe he will do that.

Russia
Q. Mr. President, to go back to Russia for

just a minute. The latest polls show that Mr.
Yeltsin will probably win his vote of con-
fidence. But there seems to be a real toss-
up on whether or not voters are going to en-
dorse his economic reforms.

The President. I understand that.
Q. Can you live with a split decision,

though, or do you need both passed in order
to then build support for Russian aid?

The President. I believe—the answer to
your question is, for the United States, the
key question should be that which is posed
to any democracy, which is who wins the
election? If he wins the election, if he is rati-
fied by the Russian people to continue as
their President, then I think we should do
our best to work with him toward reform.

You know, we had a lot of other countries
here for the Holocaust Museum dedication;
their leaders were here. Leaders from East-
ern Europe, leaders from at least one repub-
lic of the former Soviet Union, all of them
having terrible economic challenges as they
convert from a Communist command-and-
control economy to a market economy in a
world where there’s economic slowdown ev-
erywhere. And in a world in which there’s
economic slowdown and difficulty, all leaders
will have trouble having their policies be
popular in a poll because they haven’t pro-
duced the results that the people so earnestly
yearn for. You can understand that.

But if they have confidence in the leader-
ship, I think that’s all we can ask. And the
United States will, if the Russian people rat-
ify him as their President and stick with him,
then the United States will continue to work
with him. I think he is a genuine democrat—
small ‘‘d’’—and genuinely committed to re-
form. I think that we should support that.

NAFTA
Q. Mr. President, Mr. Perot has come out

strongly in what is perceived behind the line
against a free trade agreement, NAFTA.
How hard are you going to fight for this free
trade agreement, and when do you expect
to see it accomplished?

The President. I think we’ll have the
agreement ready in the fairly near future.
You know, our people are still working with
the Mexican Government and with the Cana-
dians on the side agreements. We’re trying
to work out what the environmental agree-
ment will say, what the labor agreement will
say, and then what the fairest way to deal
with enforcement is.

The Mexicans say, and there is some merit
to their position, that they’re worried about
transferring their sovereignty in enforcement
to a multilateral commission. Even in the
United States, to be fair, we have some folks
who are worried about that, about giving that
up. On the other hand, if we’re going to have
an environmental agreement and a labor
standards agreement that means something,
then there has to be ultimately some con-
sequences for violating them. So what we’re
trying to do is to agree on an approach which
would say that if there is a pattern of viola-
tions, if you keep on violating it past a certain
point—maybe not an isolated incident, but
a pattern of violation—there is going to be
some enforcement. There must be con-
sequences. And we’re working out the details
of that.

But I still feel quite good about it. And
this is just an area where I disagree with Mr.
Perot and with others. I think that we will
win big if we have a fair agreement that inte-
grates more closely the Mexican economy
and the American economy and leads us
from there to Chile to other market econo-
mies in Latin America and gives us a bigger
world in which to trade. I think that’s the
only way a rich country can grow richer. If
you look at what Japan and other countries
in the Pacific are doing to reach out in their
own region, it’s a pretty good lesson to us
that we had better worry about how to build
those bridges in our own area.

So this is an idea battle. You know, you’ve
got a lot of questions, and I want to answer
them all. But let me say not every one of
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these things can be distilled simply into poli-
tics, you know, who’s for this and who’s for
that, and if this person is for this, somebody
else has got to be for that. A lot of these
things honestly involved real debates over
ideas, over who’s right and wrong about the
world toward which we’re moving. And the
answers are not self-evident. And one of the
reasons that I wanted to run for President
is I wanted to sort of open the floodgates
for debating these ideas so that we could try
to change in the appropriate way. So I just
have a difference of opinion. I believe that
the concept of NAFTA is sound, even
though, as you know, I thought that the de-
tails needed to be improved.

POW/MIA’s
Q. Mr. President, there was a tremendous

flurry of interest earlier this month in the
Russian document that purported to show
that the Vietnamese had held back American
prisoners. General Vessey has now said pub-
licly that while the document itself was au-
thentic, he believes that it was incorrect. Do
you have a personal view at this point about
that issue? And more broadly, do you believe
that, in fact, the Vietnamese did return all
the American prisoners at the time of the
Paris Peace Accord?

The President. First let me say, I saw
General Vessey before he went to Vietnam
and after he returned. And I have a high re-
gard for him, and I appreciate his willingness
to serve his country in this way. As to whether
the document had any basis in fact, let me
say that the Government of Vietnam was
more forthcoming than it had been in the
past and gave us some documents that would
tend to undermine the validity of the Russian
documents claim.

I do not know whether that is right or
wrong. We are having it basically evaluated
at this time, and when we complete the eval-
uation, we’ll tell you. And of course, we want
to tell the families of those who were missing
in action or who were POW’s. I think that
we’ll be able to make some progress in elimi-
nating some of the questions about the out-
standing cases as a result of this last inter-
change, but I cannot say that I’m fully satis-
fied that we know all that we need to know.
There are still some cases that we don’t know

the answer to. But I do believe we’re making
some progress. I was encouraged by the last
trip.

Q. I’d like to follow up on that. Before
the U.S. normalizes relations, allows trade to
go forward, do you have to be personally sure
that every case has been resolved or would
you be willing to go forward on the basis that
while it may take years to resolve these cases,
the Vietnamese have made sufficient offer-
ings to us to confirm good faith?

The President. A lot of experts say you
can never resolve every case, every one, that
we couldn’t resolve all the cases for them
and that there are still some cases that have
not been factually resolved, going back to the
Second World War. But what I would have
to be convinced of is that we had gone a
long way toward resolving every case that
could be resolved at this moment in time,
and that there was a complete, open, and
unrestricted commitment to continue to do
everything that could be done always to keep
resolving those cases. And we’re not there
yet.

Again, I have to be guided a little bit by
people who know a lot about this. And I con-
fess to being much more heavily influenced
by the families of the people whose lives
were lost there or whose lives remain in
question than by the commercial interest and
the other things which seem so compelling
in this moment. I just am very influenced
by how the families feel.

Legislative Plans
Q.——your economic stimulus package,

are you doing some kind of reality check now
and scaling back some of your plans, your
legislative plans for the coming year, includ-
ing the crime bill, the health care initiatives,
and other things? Are there any plans to do
that? And also, did you underestimate the
power of Senator Bob Dole?

The President. No, what I underesti-
mated was the extent to which what I thought
was a fairly self-evident case, particularly
after we stayed below the spending caps ap-
proved by this Congress, including the Re-
publicans who were in this Congress last
year, when we had already passed a budget
resolution which called for over $500 billion
in deficit reduction. When they had voted
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repeatedly for supplemental appropriations
to help foreign governments, I thought at
least four of them would vote to break clo-
ture, and I underestimated that. I did not
have an adequate strategy of dealing with
that.

I also thought that if I made a good-faith
effort to negotiate and to compromise, that
it would not be rebuffed. Instead, every time
I offered something they reduced the offer
that they had previously been talking to the
majority leader about. So it was a strange set
of events. But I think what happened was
what was a significant part of our plan, but
not the major part of it, acquired a political
connotation that got out of proportion to the
merits, so that a lot of Republicans were say-
ing to me privately, ‘‘Mr. President, I’d like
to be for this, but I can’t now. And we’re
all strung out, and we’re divided.’’

I think we need to do a reality check. As
I said, what I want to know—let me go back
to what I said—what I want to know from
our folks and from our friends in the Senate,
and Republicans or Democrats, is what could
I have done differently to make it come out
differently, because the real losers here were
not the President and the administration.
The real losers were the hundreds of thou-
sands of people who won’t have jobs now.
We could have put another 700,000 kids to
work this summer. I mean, we could have
done a lot of good things with that money.
And I think that is very, very sad. And it be-
came more political than it should have. But
the underlying rationale I don’t think holds
a lot of water, that it was deficit spending.
That just won’t wash.

Q. ——and redo——
The President. No. I mean, you know, for

example, you mentioned the crime bill. I
think it would be a real mistake not to pass
the crime bill. I mean, the crime bill was
almost on the point of passage last year. And
they were all fighting over the Brady bill.
Surely, surely after what we have been
through in this country just in the last 3
months, with the kind of mindless violence
we have seen, we can pass a bill requiring
people to go through a waiting period before
they buy a handgun. And surely we can see
that we need more police officers on the
street.

That’s another thing that—I really believe
that once we move some of that money, not
all but some of it, up into this jobs package
to make some of the jobs rehiring police offi-
cers on the street who’d been laid off, that
would be a compelling case. I mean people
are scared in this country, and I think we
need to go forward. I feel very strongly that
we need to go forward on the crime bill.

Tailhook Report
Q. Mr. President, back to the Tailhook re-

port for a second. That report contained very
strong criticism of the Navy’s senior leader-
ship in general but did not name any of the
senior officers. Do you believe that the senior
officers who are implicated in this, including
Admiral Kelso who was there one night in
Las Vegas, should they be disciplined, and
do you believe the public has a right to know
the names of the senior officers?

The President. You should know that
under the rules of law which apply to this,
I am in the chain of command. There is now
an Inspector General’s report, and the law
must take its course. If I were to answer that
question I might prejudice any decisions
which might be later made in this case. I
think all I can tell you is what I have already
said. I was very disturbed by the specific alle-
gations in the Inspector General’s report, and
I want appropriate action to be taken.

Until the proper procedures have a chance
to kick in and appropriate action is taken,
I have been advised that because I am the
Commander in Chief I have to be very care-
ful about what I say so as not to prejudice
the rights of anybody against whom any ac-
tion might proceed or to prejudice the case
in any other way either pro or con. So I can’t
say any more except to say that I want this
thing handled in an appropriate and thor-
ough way.

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, could I ask you for a

clarification on Bosnia? You said that you
were not considering introduction of Amer-
ican forces. Does that include any air forces
as well as ground forces, sir?

The President. I said ground forces.
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Q. You said ground forces. Could I ask
you, sir, if you fear that using U.S. air strikes
might draw the United States into a ground
war there?

The President. I just don’t want to discuss
our evaluation of the options anymore. I’ve
told you that there’s never been a serious
discussion in this country about the introduc-
tion of ground forces into an ongoing conflict
there.

Gay Rights

Q. With hundreds of thousands of gays in
Washington this weekend for the march, did
you ever reconsider your decision to leave
town for this weekend? Did you ever con-
sider in any way participating in some of the
activities?

The President. No.

Q. Why not?

The President. Because I—and, basically,
I wouldn’t participate in other marches. I
think once you become President, on bal-
ance, except under unusual circumstances,
that is not what should be done. But more
importantly, I’m going to the American Soci-
ety of Newspaper Editors, a trip that presum-
ably most of you would want me to make,
to try to focus anew on what I think are the
fundamental issues at stake for our country
right now. And I expect that I will say some-
thing about the fact that a lot of Americans
have come here, asking for a climate that is
free of discrimination, asking, basically, to be
able to work hard and live by the rules and
be treated like other American citizens if
they do that, and just that. And that’s always
been my position, not only for the gays who
will be here but for others as well.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President’s 13th news conference
began at 1 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to Elie Wiesel,
Nobel laureate and concentration camp survivor;
Dante Caputo, U.N./OAS Special Envoy to Haiti;
Lawrence Pezzullo, Special Assistant to the Sec-
retary of State on Haiti; and Adm. Frank B. Kelso
II, USN, Chief of Naval Operations.

Statement on Advancing U.S.
Relations With Russia and the Other
New Independent States
April 23, 1993

Since my summit in Vancouver with Rus-
sian President Boris Yeltsin, I have pursued
a number of measures to implement our pol-
icy of economic and strategic partnership be-
tween our two countries. These reflect my
conviction that the movement toward politi-
cal and economic reform in Russia and the
other new states of the former Soviet Union
is the greatest security challenge of our day
and can fuel our own future prosperity as
well.

It is time to put our relations with Russia
and the other states on a new footing. As
an important step in that process, we need
to update the accumulated cold war vestiges
that remain in U.S. laws and practices. Our
statutes and regulations are filled with re-
strictions on a Communist Soviet Union, a
nation that no longer exists. Many of those
provisions needlessly impede our relations
with the democratic states that replaced the
Soviet Union.

Many in Congress have already taken the
lead on re-examining these provisions.
Today, I have asked Ambassador-at-Large
Strobe Talbott to coordinate our Executive
review of these laws and statutes on an expe-
dited basis, with the goal of revising or re-
moving them where appropriate and consist-
ent with our security and other national in-
terests. Related to this process, our adminis-
tration will also begin a thorough review,
working with our allies, of how to reorient
export controls on sensitive technology. I ask
the bipartisan leaders in Congress to work
with us to coordinate and expedite these re-
views.

Today I am also announcing steps to help
build a new security partnership with Russia
and the other states. We will accelerate the
deactivation of nuclear weapons systems al-
ready scheduled for elimination under the
START I Treaty, while working to accelerate
dismantlement in Russia and the three other
states with nuclear weapons on their terri-
tory. We are beginning a comprehensive re-
view of measures that could enhance strate-
gic stability, including the possibility of each
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side reprogramming its nuclear missiles so
they are not routinely aimed at each other.
And we will be starting a consultative process
within the next 2 months with Russia, our
allies, and other states, aimed at commencing
negotiations toward a multilateral nuclear
test ban.

Finally, we are continuing our efforts to
strike a partnership with political and eco-
nomic reformers throughout Russia and the
other states. We are continuing work with
our G–7 partners to assemble the package
of multilateral assistance that Secretaries
Bentsen and Christopher recently negotiated
in Tokyo. And I am continuing consultation
with Congress over the further efforts our
own Nation will take to assist Russia’s re-
forms.

The hardest work of reform must be done
by the people of Russia and the other states
themselves, and we applaud the courageous
steps they have taken. Yet we dare not miss
opportunities to do what we can to bolster
their processes of democratization and eco-
nomic liberalization. The steps I am an-
nouncing today will advance those objectives.

Proclamation 6548—Nancy Moore
Thurmond National Organ and
Tissue Donor Awareness Week, 1993
April 23, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
On April 14, 1993, the promising life of

Nancy Moore Thurmond was taken in an
auto accident. In the heartbreaking moments
after her death, Nancy’s parents, Senator
Strom Thurmond and his wife Nancy, made
the decision that their daughter’s organs
should be donated to others. Through this
selfless act, the Thurmonds redeemed the
promise of Nancy Moore Thurmond’s youth
and helped to sustain the lives of other
human beings. In memory of Nancy, we
commit ourselves this week to understanding
what the donation of organs can mean.

In the history of medicine, few advances
have been more awe-inspiring than success-
ful organ and tissue transplants. In recent

years we have seen the miracle of terminally
ill patients receiving a second chance at life
with a new heart, liver, lung, or kidney. We
have seen children with leukemia regain
their health through bone marrow trans-
plants; we have witnessed the restoration of
sight to the blind through new corneas; and
we have seen thousands of Americans resum-
ing normal lives after receiving a trans-
planted organ or tissue. But many others still
wait, and many die waiting for a suitable
organ to become available.

Today there are more than 30,000 patients
on the national transplant waiting list, and
a new patient is added to the list every 20
minutes. The need for organs far surpasses
the number donated each year. We must in-
crease public awareness of the successes of
transplantation and the urgent need for in-
creased donation. The American public
needs to know that by completing an organ
donor card and carrying it, and by making
their families aware of their wishes to donate,
they may give the gift of life to others.

Americans are a caring and giving people.
Many Americans who have lost their loved
ones in tragic accidents have found some
measure of comfort in knowing that despite
their loss, others may live. The Thurmond
family can take solace in the knowledge that
their beautiful daughter, Nancy Moore Thur-
mond, gave life to others.

To honor Nancy Moore Thurmond, and
to focus public attention on the desperate
need for organ donors, the Congress, by Sen-
ate Joint Resolution 66, has designated the
week beginning April 18, 1993, as ‘‘Nancy
Moore Thurmond National Organ and Tis-
sue Donor Awareness Week’’ and has author-
ized and requested the President to issue a
proclamation in observance of this week.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim the week of April 18
through April 24, 1993, as Nancy Moore
Thurmond National Organ and Tissue Donor
Awareness Week. I urge all health care pro-
fessionals, educators, the media, public and
private organizations concerned with organ
donation and transplantation, and all Ameri-
cans to join me in supporting this humani-
tarian action. In the memory of their loved
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ones, and in the life they have shared with
others, Nancy Thurmond and all other organ
donors will live on.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twenty-third day of April, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-three, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
4:28 p.m., April 23, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation will be published in the
Federal Register on April 27.

Proclamation 6549—Cancer Control
Month, 1993
April 23, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Last year, more than 1.1 million Americans

were likely to develop cancer. Another
520,000 were likely to die from the disease.

Cancer remains the second leading cause
of death among women in the United States,
accounting for approximately 245,000 deaths
in 1992. Breast cancer is now the leading
cause of death in women ages 40 to 44. Pros-
tate cancer accounted for approximately
132,000 new cases of cancer in men in 1992
and is second only to lung cancer as the lead-
ing cause of death for men. No one of any
race, age, gender, or socioeconomic status is
immune to the many forms of this deadly
disease.

The National Cancer Institute, through its
nationwide Cancer Information Service, and
the American Cancer Society, through its na-
tional programs and many local offices, reach
millions of people with information about
disease prevention. Community service and
outreach efforts promote early detection of
breast and cervical cancer and increase
awareness of the risks of skin cancer.

Every American should understand that
the ability to destroy cancer relies on detec-
tion in its early stages. Outreach efforts are

also vital in informing our citizens of the dan-
gers of tobacco use, of the importance of a
healthy diet, and of the need to maintain a
desirable weight.

Fewer Americans smoke now than in 1965,
and between 1964 and 1987, three-quarters
of a million smoking-related deaths were
avoided. The general population has become
increasingly aware of the dangers of environ-
mental exposure, poor dietary habits, and not
seeking periodic examinations for early de-
tection and treatment.

We are fortunate to live at a time when
early detection techniques are improving
rapidly. By investing in science and tech-
nologies, we all will benefit from medical and
scientific advances in disease prevention and
treatment. Even the development of a vac-
cine to prevent cancer may be possible in
the future.

Although significant progress has been
made in combatting the disease, we must
renew our commitment to the work that still
must be done. Through an integrated system
of public education and research, we can
constantly improve cancer prevention and
control.

In 1938, the Congress of the United States
passed a joint resolution (52 Stat. 148; 36
U.S.C. 150) requesting the President to issue
an annual proclamation declaring April as
‘‘Cancer Control Month.’’

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim the month of April 1993
as Cancer Control Month. I invite the Gov-
ernors of the 50 States and the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, the Mayor of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and the appropriate offi-
cials of all other areas under the American
flag to issue similar proclamations. I also ask
health care professionals, private industry,
community groups, insurance companies,
and all other interested organizations and in-
dividual citizens to unite to publicly reaffirm
our Nation’s continuing commitment to con-
trolling cancer.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twenty-third day of April, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-three, and of the Independence of the
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United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
4:29 p.m., April 23, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation will be published in the
Federal Register on April 27.

Statement on the Death of Cesar
Chavez
April 23, 1993

The labor movement and all Americans
have lost a great leader with the death today
of Cesar Chavez. An inspiring fighter for the
cause to which he dedicated his life, Cesar
Chavez was an authentic hero to millions of
people throughout the world.

I share the sadness his family, friends, fol-
lowers, and supporters all feel upon his pass-
ing away. We can be proud of his enormous
accomplishments and the dignity and com-
fort he brought to the lives of so many of
our country’s least powerful and most dispos-
sessed workers. He had a profound impact
upon the people of the United States. My
deepest sympathies go out to all his loved
ones.

Digest of Other
White House Announcements

The following list includes the President’s public
schedule and other items of general interest an-
nounced by the Office of the Press Secretary and
not included elsewhere in this issue.

April 17
In the morning, the President traveled to

Pittsburgh, PA, and returned to Washington,
DC, in the afternoon.

April 19
In the evening, the President toured the

United States Holocaust Memorial Museum.
The President announced his intention to

appoint Beth Nolan, currently serving in the

White House Counsel’s Office, to the Na-
tional Commission on Judicial Discipline and
Removal.

April 20
In the morning, the President went jog-

ging with Senator Harris Wofford and mem-
bers of the District of Columbia National
Service Corps.

The President appointed James A. Baker
III to lead the Presidential delegation to the
state funeral of Turgut Ozal, President of the
Republic of Turkey, in Ankara on April 21.

April 21
In the morning, the President went jog-

ging with Boston Mayor Raymond Flynn and
six winners of the Boston Marathon.

Later, the President met with General
John W. Vessey.

In the afternoon, the President met at the
White House with:

—President Lech Walesa of Poland;
—President Chaim Herzog of Israel;
—President Mario Soares of Portugal;
—President Franjo Tudjman of Croatia;
—President Ion Iliescu of Romania;
—President Zhelyu Zhelev of Bulgaria;
—President Arpad Goncz of Hungary;
—President Milan Kucan of Slovenia;
—President Vaclav Havel of the Czech

Republic;
—President Michal Kovac of the Slovak

Republic;
—Prime Minister Aleksandr Meksi of Al-

bania;
—Prime Minister Andrei Nicholas

Sangheli of Moldova.
In the evening, the President and Hillary

Clinton hosted a private reception at Blair
House.

April 23
The President announced his intention to

nominate the following senior officials:
Robert Nordhaus to be General Counsel

at the Department of Energy;
Robert Hunter to be the Ambassador to

NATO;
Bruce Lehman to be Assistant Secretary

of Commerce and Commissioner of Pat-
ents and Trademarks.
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The President appointed Nan Hunter to
be Deputy General Counsel at the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services.

The President announced his intent to
nominate Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development Henry Cisneros, Assistant to
the President Alexis Herman, and Secretary
of Agriculture Michael Espy to serve on the
Martin Luther King, Jr., Federal Holiday
Commission.

The President designated Secretary of
Commerce Ron Brown to serve as Vice Chair
of the National Women’s Business Council.

Nominations
Submitted to the Senate

The following list does not include promotions of
members of the Uniformed Services, nominations
to the Service Academies, or nominations of For-
eign Service officers.

Submitted April 19

Mark Johnson,
of Montana, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Senegal.

Marilyn McAfee,
of Florida, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Guatemala.

William Thornton Pryce,
of Pennsylvania, a career member of the Sen-
ior Foreign Service, class of Minister-Coun-
selor, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of Honduras.

E. Allan Wendt,
of California, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Slovenia.

Eric James Boswell,
of California, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be Director of the Office of Foreign Mis-
sions, with the rank of Ambassador.

Mary A. Ryan,
of Texas, to be Assistant Secretary of State
for Consular Affairs, vice Elizabeth M.
Tamposi, resigned.

Conrad Kenneth Harper,
of New York, to be Legal Adviser of the De-
partment of State, vice Edwin D. Williamson,
resigned.

Margaret Milner Richardson,
of Texas, to be Commissioner of Internal
Revenue, vice Shirley D. Peterson, resigned.

Kay Casstevens,
of Texas, to be Assistant Secretary for Legis-
lation and Congressional Affairs, Depart-
ment of Education, vice B. Robert Okun.

Norma V. Cantu,
of Texas, to be Assistant Secretary for Civil
Rights, Department of Education, vice Mi-
chael L. Williams.

Jim Baca,
of New Mexico, to be Director of the Bureau
of Land Management, vice Delos Cy
Jamison, resigned.

Alicia Haydock Munnell,
of Massachusetts, to be an Assistant Sec-
retary of the Treasury, vice Sidney L. Jones,
resigned.

Alvin P. Adams,
of Virginia, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Peru.

James R. Lyons,
of Maryland, to be an Assistant Secretary of
Agriculture, vice James R. Moseley, resigned.

Richard E. Rominger,
of California, to be Deputy Secretary of Agri-
culture, vice Ann M. Veneman, resigned.

VerDate 09-APR-98 13:48 Apr 15, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00058 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P16AP4.023 INET01



665Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993

Richard E. Rominger,
of California, to be a Member of the Board
of Directors of the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, vice Ann M. Veneman, resigned.

John A. Rollwagen,
of Minnesota, to be Deputy Secretary of
Commerce, vice Rockwell Anthony
Schnabel, resigned.

Sheila Foster Anthony,
of Arkansas, to be an Assistant Secretary of
Commerce, vice Mary Jo Jacobi, resigned.

Clarence L. Irving, Jr.,
of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Communications and Infor-
mation, vice Gregory F. Chapados, resigned.

D. James Baker,
of the District of Columbia, to be Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for Oceans and Atmos-
phere, vice John A. Knauss, resigned.

Victor Marrero,
of New York, to be the representative of the
United States of America on the Economic
and Social Council of the United Nations,
with the rank of Ambassador.

Victor Jackovich,
of Iowa, a career member of the Senior For-
eign Service, class of Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the United States of America to the Re-
public of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Bob J. Nash,
of Arkansas, to be Under Secretary of Agri-
culture for Small Community and Rural De-
velopment, vice Roland R. Vautour, resigned.

Bob J. Nash,
of Arkansas, to be a member of the Board
of Directors of the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, vice Roland R. Vautour, resigned.

Judith Heumann,
of California, to be Assistant Secretary for
Special Education and Rehabilitative Serv-

ices, Department of Education, vice Robert
Refugio Davila, resigned.

Arati Prabhakar,
of Texas, to be Director of the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology, vice John
W. Lyons.

Wardell Clinton Townsend, Jr.,
of North Carolina, to be an Assistant Sec-
retary of Agriculture, vice Charles R. Hilty,
resigned.

Submitted April 20

Wendy Ruth Sherman,
of Maryland, to be an Assistant Secretary of
State, vice Janet Gardner Mullins.

Douglas Joseph Bennet, Jr.,
of Connecticut, to be an Assistant Secretary
of State, vice John R. Bolton, resigned.

John Howard Francis Shattuck,
of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Secretary
of State for Human Rights and Humanitarian
Affairs, vice Patricia Diaz Dennis, resigned.

Alexander Fletcher Watson,
of Massachusetts, a Career Member of the
Senior Foreign Service, Class of Career Min-
ister, to be an Assistant Secretary of State,
vice Bernard William Aronson, resigned.

Nicolas P. Retsinas,
of Rhode Island, to be an Assistant Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development, vice
Arthur J. Hill, resigned.

Submitted April 21

Eugene Branstool,
of Ohio, to be an Assistant Secretary of Agri-
culture, vice Jo Ann D. Smith, resigned.

Eugene Branstool,
of Ohio, to be a member of the Board of
Directors of the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion, vice Jo Ann D. Smith, resigned.
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Kenneth D. Brody,
of New York, to be president of the Export-
Import Bank of the United States for a term
of 4 years expiring January 20, 1997, vice
John D. Macomber, resigned.

Sally Katzen,
of the District of Columbia, to be Adminis-
trator of the Office of Information and Regu-
latory Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, vice S. Jay Plager, resigned.

Philip Lader,
of South Carolina, to be Deputy Director for
Management, Office of Management and
Budget, vice Francis S. M. Hodsoll, resigned.

Submitted April 22

Pamela Harriman,
of Virginia, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to France.

James S. Gilliland,
of Tennessee, to be General Counsel of the
Department of Agriculture, vice Alan
Charles Raul, resigned.

Thomas P. Glynn,
of Massachusetts, to be Deputy Secretary of
Labor, vice Delbert Leon Spurlock, Jr., re-
signed.

Stephen H. Kaplan,
of Colorado, to be General Counsel of the
Department of Transportation, vice Walter
B. McCormick, Jr., resigned.

John D. Leshy,
of Arizona, to be Solicitor of the Department
of the Interior, vice Thomas Lawrence
Sansonetti, resigned.

Michael A. Stegman,
of North Carolina, to be an Assistant Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development,
vice John C. Weicher, resigned.

Checklist
of White House Press Releases

The following list contains releases of the Office
of the Press Secretary that are neither printed as
items nor covered by entries in the Digest of
Other White House Announcements.

Released April 19
Transcripts of two press briefings by Press
Secretary Dee Dee Myers
Transcript of a press briefing by Director of
Communications George Stephanopoulos

Released April 20
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers
Transcript of a press briefing by Director of
Communications George Stephanopoulos

Released April 21
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers
Transcript of a press briefing by Director of
Communications George Stephanopoulos
Fact sheet on how ‘‘Goals 2000: Educate
America Act’’ will work

Released April 22
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers
Transcript of a press briefing by Director of
Communications George Stephanopoulos

Released April 23
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Acts Approved
by the President

NOTE: No acts approved by the President were
received by the Office of the Federal Register
during the period covered by this issue.
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